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The study makes a comparative analysis of the provision of public 
buildings in the twelve principal vlest Ridir..g tmIDs betvJeen 1600 
and 1840. It includes an illustrated survey of the changes in 
the physical form and ru~enities of buildings over the period and 
a 170-page gazetteer with details of all the public buildings 
provided in the towns between 1100 and 1840. 
Over six hundred buildings were provided beh:een 1600 and 1040. 
Approximately three-quarters were purpose-built, the reli1ainder 
being existing premises converted for public use. l~e rate of 
provision rose sharply in the second half of the eiGhteenth 
century, coinciding with the onset of the Industrial Revolution 
and rapid population growth. This acceleration was accompanied 
by a high level of expenditure (£1.2 million between 1750 and 10~0) 
and a notable rise in spending on individual buildings. 
Despite differences in the type and size of buildin~s erected in 
each town, little important variation in per capita spendinr, is 
apparent; only in the "county town", vlakefield, was expenditure 
significantly above average. The promotion and oq;anization of 
building projects could be a complex and drawn-out affair. 'rhe 
typical structure took about two years to erect, but the larger 
ones miCht take up to five or six years. 
The public sector played a subordinate role in provision, cont.ri-
buting no mOre than one-third of the finance throu[';hout our period. 
ntis was not purely the product of )aissez-fnire attitudes since 
lack of funds proved n serious problem; SOHle public bodies e)\i~a'.')ed 
enthusiastically in building activities. 
of finance ca11e from the private sector. 
The remaining two-thirds 
Althou[h its activities 
often were motivated by benevolence, self-preservation, desire for 
amenity, and civic pride, not infreq"o.lently buildings were regarded 
as sound economic investments. 
~~o factors exerted considerable influence on the timing of the 
provision of buildings. The first was a combination of urban 
rivalry, emulation, and civic pride: the provision of an a~enity 
in one town sometimes set off a chain reaction elsewhere. TIle 
second was the state of the economy. It is evident that building 
provision rose and fell in association with pronounced upturns and 
downturns in general economic activity. 
Assessing the contribution of public buildings to economic 
development is a hazardous, if not impossible, task. Suffice it 
to say that,. if the West Ridinr;' s experience was typical, bet\./een 
1750 and 1840 the acceleration of investment in them compared 
favourably with that occurring in other sectors of the British 
economy. 
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I NTrluDuCl1(;H 
The stu:::l.y- of the history of urb:ln are-:ls has only recently become 
recoenized -:IS a subject in its m'm. rie:,.t. A larse nu:r.ber of tm"rn 
histories were written in the eizhteenth an:::l. nineteenth centuries, but 
thereafter interest vJaned until the mi3.dle of the rresent century'. .',s 
Asa Briggs has pointed out, 'J'Jhen he and Professor Gill 'Wrote the :Jistorv 
of 3ir::;inc;h'3l'l! in 1952 there \'!ere no recent Irlodels. 1 .Since then there 
has been a rapid growth of inte~est in the subject, and scholars from 
a. wide ran8e of ,disciplines have be~un the detailed study of the 
evolution of our to'tJ:1S and cities. v'.herea s most of tile eighteenth and 
nineteenth-ecntury works on urban history were essentially descriptive 
studies of thedevelopnent of individml to',\ms, recent research rv'1S 
placed ~re3t emr;hasis on a1131ysing the processes 3t \'Jork in urban 
develop:nent and on comp.:lrati Ve study. ;, great deal of research h;)s 
been urderta1-:en on the politics and governr;.ent, demosraphy, socioloy, 
d 'f' 2 an eeo~rapny 0 uroon areas. Surprisingly, the chief component of th3 
townscape - the buildings - has been neglected. 
Comparatively few -3ttempts have been rTl.3de to analyse the reasons for 
provision of buildin0s or the builJ.in~ process itself. Urban histo-
rians h'3'1e te:1dej, to re~ard builJinss as eitrler the province of the 
architectural historian, or the economic historicm: the former has 
been preoccupied \'-lith the rhysic')l arpe:1r[lnce of the builc~in3s, I,"hile 
the l3tt.:;!' hus tcndec:l to ree:'1rd buiLiinzs r:1erely 35 pro:iucts of the 
1. H. J. 'J,yos, cd. The ,~tudy of lTrh~n f~1.st2..!:Y. (1960), r. vii. 
2. For a biblio~r3phy, see H. J. Jyos, on. dt. pr. l-h6. 
2 
building industry or instruments of economic and social chanee. Thus, 
until very recently, interest i~ housing has concentrated on the numbers 
built alld the periodic,ity of housebuilding activity: the works. of :::eber 
. 1 
and Parry Lewis are notable examples of this approach. Likewise, 
factories have been viewed principally as the powerhouses of the ' 
Industrial Revolution and as the initiators of a new style of economic 
. organization which produced great social.change. Since the 1960 1s, 
however, economic and social historians have been turning in growing 
nU'Ilbers to an investigation of the nature of urban bui1dines a.nd the 
buildine process. 
The inforrr.ative use of urban studies on a scale large enoU[~h to embrace 
individual buildings and streets was pioneered by H. J. Dyos in 
. 2 
Vi ctorim1 Suburb published in 1961. His work began the trend towards 
th~ study of housing development, ~hich has produced works such as 
. 
. 
F. 1'1. L. Thompson, H.<:lmnstead: BuilrJina; ~ BorollO'h, and S. D. Chapw.an, 
ed. The History of :t:orld.na;-Class H(,"lJsin.~.3 !-Cost valuable of all is 
C. 'ii. Cha lklin' s recent study of house building in the provinces, ~ 
Provinci~l TO'.·ms of Georo;ian r:ngl~nd. 4 This trend towards micro-studies 
1. B. '~\jeber, "A l~ew Index of Residential Construction, 1 B3g-1950" , 
Scottish JO'lrnal of Po Ii tic131 -::conorny rI 0955), 104-12; J. Parry 
Lewis, 3uilnino; Cycles ~nd Britqin's :}r01Nth (1965). Gee also, 
H. J. Hllbl'lkkuk, Ufluctuations in House-duilding in Britain and the 
l)'ni ted States in the Nineteenth Century", Journ~l of ~conomic Hist.ory 
XXII (1962), 198-230.. . 
- 2. H. J. Dyos, Victorian Suburb: A Study of the Grovrth of 0qmb~1:"Nel1 
(Leicester, 1961). 
3. F. rt.. L. Thompson, HClmn~t/'!~n:' B1.lilrlin~ a Boroncrh, 1650-196J.\: (1971~); 
S. D. Chapman, ed. The Hlstory ()f,orkintl'-,~l",s!'; Housin~ (1971). 
4. C.~';. Chalklin, The Provindal. TO'. .. rns of :}~or?::m :-'n11and: A. Study 
of th~ !luilnin~ Froce:';!';, 17h0-1f'20 (197h). 
3 
of building development has also encompassed factories; attention is 
being concentrated on their physicsl characteristics, location, and 
. 
evolution. S. D. Chapman besan the trend with his work on factories in 
the cotton industr,y, and it has been followed by a number of local 
studies; for example, the works of E. J. Connell and H. F. Ward on 
1 factor,y development in Leeds. 
Despite the increas~ng popularity of micro-studies of this type, there 
is one important category of buildings which h~s not received attention -
public building~. TO\'Jrl halls, hospitals, schools, workhouses, market 
halls, and churches, arguably the most striking component of the town-
scape, have, been almost totally neglected. Until the present, research 
in this area has been confined almost entirely to short studies of 
individual buildings or discussions of individual towns' buildings 
within the framework of town histories. Very little of this work 
draws comparisons with developnents in ether tm·lt1s, and. wri ters 
concentrate on the functions of the buildings, rather than on the events 
2 
and processes involved in their construction. Until very recently, even 
1. S. D. Chapman, "Fixed Capital ('ormation in the British Cotton 
2. 
, Industry, 1770-1815", Economic History Revie'tJ 2nd ser., XXIII (1970), 
235-64; E. J. Connell, "Industrial Jevelopment in South Leeds 1790-
1914" (tmpublished Ph.J. thesis, University of Leeds, 1975); N. F. 
',liard, "Industrial Development and Location in Leeds north of the 
iliver Aire, 1775-1914" (unpublished Ph. D. thesis, University of 
Leeds, 1973). , ' 
Examples of \"Jorks referring to public buildinc::s are: A. 8rig.C;s and 
C. Gill, History of i3jmin",;h~m (1952); G •. Ja~kson, Hull. in the 
F'..ip;ht~enth Cenblry: A Stnrh,. in Social ann T\conorric h1.story (1972); 
R. A. Church, ',conornic nnd Soci!'\1. Ch~na;e in a l·idl~nn T01.'Il1: Victori~n 
Nottin""l'v1'n 181 -1Q(lO (1966); J. Jirrunons, Leicester - t~st ~mri treR~nt 
1974); l •• !iedl'ord, 'Ihe History of Loc31 :}overnment in I",anchester 
(1939); A. Bri~s, VjctrJri~n Cities (1963) - ch. 4 chronicles the 
buildin3 of the present Leeds town hall. 
4 
architectural historians have been guilty of neglecting public buildings 
as a group. Nikolaus Pevsner's A Hi~tory of B\rlldin~ Types, published 
. , 
in 1976, is the first book to focus entirely on public buildings, but 
even then, British public buildings are not given especially detailed 
attention because the book takes a world view. Several books have 
appeared in the last ten to fifteen ye~rs, but much work remains to be 
r 
done. By and large, "architectural historians have examined public 
buildings only in the course of architectural histories of individual 
towns. 1 In view of the neglect of public buildings by historians in all 
spheres, this th7sis aims to at least partially fill this considerable 
gap in our knowledge. 
Before we go any further we require a more detailed definition of public 
buildings in order to distinguish the scope of this study. Finding a 
satisfactor.y all-embracing definition is extremely difficult, but there 
! 
is one characteristic which is common to virtually all "public" buildings: 
they are amenities for the use or benefit of either the whole or a 
notable part of a community. Consequently, the concept not only encompasses 
1.· The architectural histories of single building types are referred to 
in the notes to Chapter I • The following works are examples of 
archi tectural histories of towns which discuss 'public buildings: 
J. Summerson, Geor~i~n I~n~on (1945); The Survev of to~don (many 
volumes, series still in prov-ess); 8. Little, t3irminC!;h~m 81.lildinq;s: 
The ArchitectlITAl Storv of a Eidland City (1971); B. ~llsorp edt 
Histori.c Architecture of Np'~,'c!.lstle-llron-Tyne (Ne'tlcastle, 1967); 
Q. Hu~hes, :':;e~nort - ;\rchitecture and 'Io\\rnsc~f\e in TJivernool (1964); 
D. LinstrtUn, Historic Archit~cture of Leeds (Newcastle, 1969); 
L. ~llkes and G. Dobson, 'lyneside Glassic;:]l (1964). ) 
Two ~eneral works of importance are: H. H. Colvin, '{'he History of 
the Kin~' S v··iorks (1963-, in progress), a detailed study of the 
palaces and public buildings erected by the Cro1rl!'l; N. Pevsner, The 
Butldin CT '1 of ~~~nn;lAnd (2nd edn. Harmondsworth, 1977) - this recently 
completed series examines all l;nglanri' s buildings of architectural 
note; m~ny existing, and some now demolished, public buildings are 
noted •. 
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buildings associated with the ac:.ninistration of government and the 
maintenance of law and order, such as town halls, court houses, and 
prisons, but also a wide range of buildings connected with physical, 
- , 
moral and cultural welfare, social life, and commerce. .In the sphere 
of physical welfare the buildings range from almshouses and workhouses 
to medical institutions, while in the a rea of moral and cultural welfare 
they include places of worship, schools, libraries and other educational 
institutions. In the social sphere they range from theatres and assembly 
rooms to grandstands; while commercial public buildings include market 
buildings and merchants I axchanges. Small-scale retail and commercial 
i 
premises such as shops, public houses, offices, and banks have been 
excluded from this study because, unlike their larger counterparts, they 
were not tenanted. by large numbers of lithe town's·tradesmen and business 
men", i.e. a notable section of the public. Other exclusions are gas 
works and waterworks, since they are regarded as public utilities rather 
than building~. Finally, it is important to note that·ownership is not 
a distinguishing characteristic of public buildings bec!2use they may be 
provided by either private enterprise or public bodies. A list of the 
types of building included in this study is given in Table 1. 
This study examines the provision of public buildings in the West Riding 
of Yorkshire between 1600 and 1840. The period w~s chosen because, as 
the works of Clgrk and Slack, and Chalklin have hi~hlighted, it contains 
. . .. 1 
the criti~al years in the evolution of modern English towns. The. ~est 
Riding was chosen as the geographical focus of the study for two m1in 
) 
reasons. Firstly. since a considerable nwnber of public buildines were 
1. P. ClArk and P. Shick, -r.:n~lish Towns in 1'r:}ns:\.tion 1500-1700 (1976), 
especially pp. 8-12, 83-5; c. 'N. Ghalklin, nY" cit. especi:'l11Y chs. 
1 and 2. 
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lable 1. 
The Types of Pl.'l.blic auilding incluned in the Study: 
Administrative and 
Law and Order: 
Public Welfa re : 
Ellucation: 
l'1arketing and 
Commercial: 
Social: 
Places of \~orship: 
To~m halls, public offices, court houses, 
prisons, barracks (post offices'and tax 
offices excluded). 
Relief of poverty - alr.1shouses, workhouses, . 
vagrancY,offices. 
Nedical institutions - infirmaries, dispens-
aries, fever hospitals, lyin~-in hospitals, 
eye hospitals, cholera hospitals, medical 
schools, lunatic asylums. 
Children - grammar schools, charity schools, 
almshouse schools, schools of industry, 
National schools, LancAsterian schools, 
Infant schools, collegiate and proprietary 
schools, schools for the deaf and dumb. 
(Sunday schools excluded). 
Adults - philosophical halls, mechanics 
institutes, theological colleges, libraries, 
newsrooms (sometimes combined with coffee 
houses), museu~, riding schools •. 
I~rket crosses, butchers shambles, cloth 
halls, covered or enclosed ~~rket places, 
market halls, corn exchanges, 'bazaars, 
merchants exchanees/co~~ercial buildings. 
Assembly rooms, concert rooms/music halls, 
theatres,sr.andstands, betting rooms, baths, 
Odd Felloi'lS halls, temperance halls, 
circuses, botanical and zooloBlcal eardens. 
Anelican churches; chapels - rrincipally, 
Quaker, i-lethodist, Baptist, ROIDc'ln Catholic; 
cemeteries - chapels and associated 
buildings. ' 
'. 
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provided for the purposes of local 8overnment, it seemed advantageous 
to investigate them wi. thin the co?text of the largest contemporllry unit 
of local government, an administrative county. Secondly, it can be 
- \ ... 
argued that the West Riding Towns formed a fairly representative cross-
section of the inland provincial tovms in the period selected. This 
second point may be verified by consulting the works of Clark and Slack, 
and Chalklin. In terms of size and functions the twelve towns selected 
for study encompass most of the types of town distinguished by these 
1 
historians. 
Seven of the towns were chosen primarily because of their outstanding 
size and economic importance; these are Leeds, Sheffield, Bradford, 
Huddersfield, Halifax, 'rJakefield, and Barnsley: in 1841 their 
populations ranged from 88,741 to 12,310 respectively. The other five, 
Doncaster, Rotherham. Ripon, Knaresborough, and Pontefract, were chosen 
I 
because of their administrative importance and as examples of the 
smaller v.:est Riding towns:. in 1a41 their populations ransed from 
10,455 to 4,669. The economic importance of these five towns had 
declined considerably ~ince the IvIiddle Ages, but they had retained 
their administrative importance to a large e~ent. For much of our 
period the twelve towns were the largest in the vJest Riding, although 
their ranking order in terms of population size changed over time. A 
much fuller description of the towns is gi. ven in Chapter I. -, 
, 
The study concentrates primarily on an econorr~c analysis of the provision 
) 
of public buildings in these twelve towns. A detailed investigation of 
.1. P. Clark and P. Slack, OPe cit. especially pp. 8-12, 83-5; C. ·tI. 
Chalk11n, on. c~. especially chs. 1 and 2. For the seventeenth 
century the only really notable exclusion is Clark and Slack's third 
type of to~ - one dominatln3 a whole region - but after 1700 Leeds 
took on tlus role. 
/ 
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the sources of finance for the buildings is made; and in examining the 
motives for providing buildings, special attention is given to economic 
factors. Furthermore, the constrUction of the buildings is treated as 
an important sector of the building industry and of general economic 
activity. Nevertheless, since economic matters form only a part of the 
story, particularly with regard to motivation, the non-economic factors 
influencing the provision of buildings, such as amenity value, cultural 
value, urban rivalry, and civic pride, are considered throughout. 
For this purpose, the thesis is divided into nine chapters. Chapter I 
describes the character and development of the West Riding ana the 
i 
twelve towns included in the study, and then presents an overall survey 
. of the provision of public buildings in the twelve towns. Chapter II, 
with the aid of illustrations, describes the physical characteristics 
of the buildings studied, comparing them in terms of their relative 
cost and contribution to overall provision; it then compares the 
ptovision of buildings in each of-the towns. Chapters III-V discuss 
the sources of finance for buildings and analyse the motives and factors 
which prompted or hindered provision: Chapter III discusses provision 
by the public sector; Chapter IV provision by the private sector; while 
Chapter V examines factors which influenced both sectors in their 
building activities. Chapters VI and VII discuss the organization 
involved in the construction of buildings, examining the whole process 
from the projection of a scheme to the engagement of building contract-
ors and the day-to-day affairs of construction. Chapter VIII. 
places the study within a wider context by examining the relationship 
between public building provision and the functioning and development 
of the local and national economy. Finally, Chapter IX brings 
the investigation to a conclusion with a summary and general 
9 
a~sessment of the study's findings. Appended to the thesis is a 
substantial Gazetteer listing all the public buildings known to have 
been provided in the twelve towns from the twelfth century to 1840. 
The sources of infonnation for this study are extremely diverse and a 
. full list must be postponed until the bibliography. However, a few 
general comments on sources at this stage will help in the evaluation 
of the analysis which follows. Tne basic data giving a general picture 
of the provision of buildings, both in terms of its chronology and the 
nature of the buildings, were obtained from trade directories, contem-
• 
porary histories, topographical guides, and maps. ~IDre detailed data 
regarding particular buildings were obtained from the records of 
individuals and public and private bodies which either erected the 
buildings or had other connections with them. These records ranged 
from minutes of corporations and local societies to correspon?ence 
I 
concerning tbe projects and building accounts. Equally valuable 
material was obtained from property deeds, building contracts, and other 
legal documents. Finally, one of the richest.sources of all was local 
newspapers, notably the Leeds Intelli~encer, which were particularly 
useful in chronicling schemes and revealing contemporary opinions. 
The fullness of the data varies over time. For the seventeenth century 
the sources of information tend to be at best fragmentary an1 the picture 
which has been constructed is somevmat tentative, particularly where 
~ 
precise dating is involved. Evidence becomes much fuller during the 
eighteenth century, and from about· 1770 onwards, althoueh a ereat deal 
of valuable data h1S been lost, the problem became one of extractina 
o· 
10 
th0 more significant information from the mass of material available. 
Despite the relative abundance of data after 1770, precise and dependable 
details of the costs and dates of construction of buildings are e~ther 
difficult to find or not available. Although this type of data has been 
found for a considerable number of buildings, time has not permitted an 
extensive search for sirr~lar data for the other buildings. Moreover, 
the findings of this thesis are likely to be biased to some extent 
because the svailable archival material is not evenly distributed. Thus, 
while the sources for buildings in Leeds and Wakefield are comparatively 
rich, those for towns such as 3radford are ver,y li~ted; the choice of 
. . 
examples in the text inevitably reflects this disparity. 
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CHAPTER I 
THE \.fEST RIDING AND ITS PESLIC BUILDINGS: A SURVEY 
I 
Between 1600 and 1840 the West Riding was an administrative county 
within the county of Yorkshire, with its own magistrates and quarter 
o ° 0t 1 seSSions Circui • It joined with the other two Ridings in electing 
two Members of Parliament for Yorkshire and, in addition, for most of 
the period it had five parliamentary boroughs which each elected a 
further two Nembers of parliament. 2 'parliame~tary borough status 
I 
gave towns a certain prestige as did municipal incorporation or 
inclusion on the quarter sessions circuit; as Table I.1 shows most 
of the towns included in this study possessed one or more of these 
privileges. 
In, 1600 the Riding was essentially an agricultural area with a notable 
, -
woollen industry. The cloth industry brought considerable wealth to 
the Riding during the seventeenth century, and after 1700 its principal 
towns grew rapidly, primarily as a result of t~e industry's expansion. 
Production of narrow woollen cloths more than doubled between 1740 
and 1840,' and that of broad woollen 'cloths grew more than sevenfold.3 
1., The general description of the Riding is based primarily on 
information in: E.Baines, 1822 D. I, passim; C.W. Chalklin, 
The Provincial Towns of Georgian England (1974), pp. 4, 7, 38;. 
H. Heaton, The Yorkshire \-roollen and Worsted Industries (Oxford, 
1965), passim. 
2. The five parliamentary boroughs were Knaresborough, Pontefract, 
Ripon, Aldborough,'and Boroughbridge. As a result of the 1832 
Reform Act, some of the larger towns in the Riding also became 
parliamentary boroughs by 1840. ' 
3. B.R. Mitchell and P. Deane, Abstract of British Historical 
Statistics (Cambridge, 1962), p.lb~. 
. , 
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Table 1.1 
The Towns with Parliamentary or Municipal 
Borough Status or Included on the \'iest Riding ~mrter Sessions Circuit 
for the Bulk of the Period 1600-1832 
Quarter Sessions Municipal Parliamentary 
Venue Borough Borough 
Leeds 
* * 
Sheffield 
* 
Bradford 
* 
Huddersfield 
Halifax 
Wakefield 
* 
Barnsley 
Doncaster 
* * 
Rotherham 
* 
Ripon 
* * 
Kna resborou8h 
* * 
Pontefract . 
* * * 
Sources: W.R.Q.S. Gen. Index, passim; E. Baines, 1822 D. passim. 
Over this period of 240 years the population of the twelve towns grew 
• 
considerably, some towns experiencing as much as a twenty-rold increase 
in numbers (see Table 1.2). 
Before the Industrial Revolution most towns were service centres for 
their hinterlAnds. The townsmen ~orked up o~ distributed raw m~terials 
such as wool and yarn, . and finished and dispatched the products outside 
the reeion. ~\s the population of the clothing area wns often denser 
than in aeric~tural districts; the towns distributed corn and other 
13 
foodstuffs imported from outside the region. v~ith the onset of the 
Industrial Revolution the economic base of the Riding became more 
divers~fied and the l~rger towns became important centres fo~ the 
manufacture of a If.1hole range of products. Though continuing to be 
dominated by woollen and worsted manufacture, as the follcvdng 
descriptions of the twelve towns will show, the Riding had other 
important industries, notably a metal industry. 
Table I.2 
Po~ulation of Twelve v:est Ridin~ Towns 
1600-1841 
~ c. 1600 c. 1700 c. 1750 1801 1mJ1 
Leeds 3,750 6,000 12,000 30,669 88,741 
Sheffield 2,200 3,500 12,000 31,314 68,186 
Bradford 1,000 2,000 3,000 6,393 34,560 
I 
HUddersfiel~ 1,000 2,000 3,000 7,268 25,068 
Halifax 2,500 4,000 5,000 8,886 19,881 
Wakefield 2,000 3,500 4,000 8,131 14,754-
Barnsley 1,000 1,500 2,000 3,606 12,310 
Doncaster 2,000 2,500 3,000 5,697 10,455 
Rotherham 1,000 1,000 2,500 3,070* 5,505 
Ripon 1,000 1,500 2,500 3,211 5,461 
Knaresborough' .1,500 1,500 2,500 . 3,3e8 4,678 
Pontefract 2.~OO 11~OO 2.~OO 3.097 li. 669 
21. ~22 ~Ol ~OO ~lhOOO 11ll'12~0 2C)11.I 26A 
Sources: See Appendix I 
* pari~h popula~ion 
Since the i\'est Riding was most famous for its textile industry the 
description of the twelve towns be3ins with the "textile tOt-./l1S". 
These are taken to be the five towns wuch had plrticuL1rly stron~ 
14· 
associations \\1.th textiles: n~mely, Leeds, Halifax, 'IJakefield, 
Huddersfield, and Bradford. 
Leeds was the largest and wealthiest town in the West Riding for almost 
1 
all of our period. In 1600, thou,gh it was situated on the eastern 
edge of the Yorkshire clothing area, it was the principal cloth market 
in the Riding and was established as the centre of the district making 
broad cloths. A flourishing merchant community was established in 
the early seventeenth century and the town became increasingly dominated 
by the finishing and merchanting of cloth. It was incorporated in 
i 
1626 and thereafter it grew rapidly in wealth and prosperity. By the 
first half of the eighteenth century its inhabitants were largely 
concerned with market transactions, inns and offices, or engaged in 
cloth finishin3 processes. Defoe reckoned that the town's ordinary 
market for provisions W3S the greatest of its kind in all the north 
i 
. - . 2 
. of England ~th the exception of the one at Halifax. Because it was 
the most important centre of the textile region, during the eighte-
enth century it attracted a range of crafts intended for the service 
of the whole area : it became a centre for entertainment and \.molesale 
distribution, for books and newspapers, wallpaper, chinaware, bricks, 
tailoring, the best wigs, medical treatment, and furniture. 
1. 'This description of Leeds is based on: C. Eorris, edt ~ 
Jo'~neys of Gelia Fiennes (1949), pp. 219-20; D. Defoe, A Tour 
Throu~h the "hole Island of 3reqt Britain (1971 edn.), pp. 500-4; 
J. Aikin, t\ 0escrintion of the Country from thirty t.o forty miles 
rounn l·'}'!nchest.er (1795), pp. 570-77; E. daines, 1822 O. I, p. 30; 
H. Heaton, on. cit., pp. 21, 78, 208, 220, 274; C •• 'i. Chalklin, 
OPt cit., pp. 21,39-40. . 
2. D. Defoe, OPe cit. p. 500. 
/ 
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After 1700 the town's population Brew at a phenomenal rate increasing 
from 6,000 in 1700 to over 88,000 in 1841. Heanwhile, particularly 
with the onset of the Industrial Revolution around 1760, the economic 
-. \. . 
base of the town became more diversified. Although the woollen cloth 
trade and manufacture remained Leeds 1 principal concern, by the 1760 15 
a certain quantity of worsted stuffs were manufactured in and around 
the town. Factories were established in the town in the last years of 
the century, and in 1795 Aikin noted the plentiful supplies of coal and 
stone in the parish, and the manufacture of pottery, carpets" linen, 
and cotton} ~y 1840 Leeds had many large-scale factories producing 
woollen and worsted cloth and linen, several glassworks, a noted 
pottery, several iron foundries and steam engine factories. It also 
carried on an extensive wholesale tobacco trade. In national terms 
Leeds closely rivalled Liverpool, Nanchester, and Birmingham in 
economic importance. 
i 
Halifax was the most important woollen cloth producing centre in the 
. 2 
West Riding in 1600. It was the centre of an enormous parish consis-
ting of twenty-six townships. The inhabitants of the parish 
concentrated on cloth production and produced little food. 
Consequently, the town was of exceptional importance as a market and 
service centre for its large hinterland and throughout our period it 
had large markets for. cloth, foodstuffs, and everyday necessities. 
1. J. Aikin, Ope cit., pp. 576-7.~ 
2. This description of Halifax is based on: D. wefoe, on. cit., p~. 
491-5; J. l'likin, OPe cit., PP.,559-67; E. Baines, 1R22 0, I 
182-6; f.i. ·v'lhite, 1837 D. I, 398; H. Henton, on. cit., rp. 74-7, 
197, 270-1. 
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During the seventeenth cent~ it was ousted as the principal woollen 
cloth producing and marketing centre by Leeds, but in the'early 
eighte~~th century it,shifted its attention to the manufacture of 
worsteds, for which it became the ',iest Riding's most important 
marketing and mnufacturing centre by 1750. Before the second half 
of the eighteenth century Halifax did not have a merchant community 
of any great size or note; merchants tended to buy cloth unfinished 
and take it to be finished elsewhere. However, in 1792 Aikin noted 
that in the last fifteen or twenty years dye-houses and other conven-
iences had bee~ erected by merchants ~mo finished goods on the spot.1 
Around the same period cloth factories began to be built in the town 
and it became noted for the manufacture of textile cards. The town's 
population grew considerably during the eighteenth century - it 
increased from c. 4,000 to almost 9,000 - and it remained the second 
l~rgest textile town in the Riding. However, with the onset of the 
j --
. 
Industrial Revolution, Huddersfield and Bradford emerged as notable 
rivals. By 1S40 their population growth had far outstripped that of 
Halifax, and the town's supremacy in the worsted industry had been 
surrendered to Bradford. 
In 1600 i/akefield was a notable centre of ~10ol1en manufacture, although 
2 
of lesser importa'nce than Leeds and Halifax. I ts major economic 
importance was its role as the principal wool market for the ',Jest 
Riding. During the seventeenth cent~ it attempted to oust Leeds as 
1. J. Aikin, OPt cit., p. 564. 
2. This description of i:akefield is based on: D. Defoe, on. d t. pp. 
483-4; J. i\ikin, on. cit. rp. 579-80; E. Baines, 1R22 ;I. I, 4,20-h; 
H~ Heaton" op_ cit. pp. 78, 20$, 359; c. 'wI. Chalklin, Ope ci t. p. 38 
.,' 
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the leadinG cloth ID3rket of the te:<tile region but failed. lieverthe-
less, it reroained prosperous: in the 1720's Defoe described it as: 
"a laree, handsome, rich, clothing town, full of people, and full of 
trade".1 The eighteenth century was a period of ereat prosperity for 
the town. Early in the century it took up the manure cture of worsted 
cloth, and by mid-century it was second only to Halifax as a West 
Riding centre for the production and marketing of worsteds. In 
addition it became important as a dressine and finishing centre. 
Undyed and unfinished cloth ~s sent to ~akefield for further treatcent 
before beins finally dispatched to London and the Continent. The most 
., 
important source of prosperitY"tas its role as a marketing and distri-
bution centre. . As il. G. Rimmer points out, it became a funnel through 
which passed much of the raw material and food produced in eastern 
England for consumption in the expanding industrial areas of south 
Lancashire and the '~:est Riding.2 It became the grE'.atest rr.arket for 
I 
corn in the n9rth of England and had an exceptionally larze msrket 
for wool. The town's other source of prosperity was its role as an 
administrative centre: by 1700 it had become the seat of local govern-
ment for the unincorporated parts of the :'v'est Riding and during the 
eighteenth century it exhibited many of .the attributes of a county 
to .... n. Its role as the ad11'inistrative centre of the Ridine was the most 
significant influence on the provision of its public buildings over the 
next 140 years. 
J 
In the second half of the ei~hteenth century the relative economic 
1. D. Defoe, on. cit. p. 484. 
2. W. G. Rirrmer, liThe Evolution of Leeds to 1700", Th '"' P b L ors. ::ioc. II ns. 
part 2, (1967), 126-8. 
• 
18 
importance of the town declined considerably: althoUf7jl it W,1S the 
fourth largest town in the (·iest Riding in 1800, it \-JaS now much smaller 
than Leeds and 3heffie~d. This decline in its relative size became much 
more marked in the next forty years. Industrialization was slo"l to 
touch Wakefield, and although it remained an important market and 
administrative centre, in terms of size and, economic importance it was 
soon overhauled by the rapidly growing industrial centres, Bradford 
. 
and Huddersfield. By 1820 its trade in worsteds had emigrated to 
Halifax and, mo:e especially, Bradford, and by 1S40 it was only' the 
sixth largest town in the West Riding and one-sixth of the size of 
Leeds. 
Compared with Leeds, Halifax, and i'iakefie1d, Huddersfield was of little 
1 
consequence in the seventeenth century. Even'in the early part of the 
ei&hteentb century its population ~Ed wealth were no more than halt' ot' 
. 
that of either Halifax or "V'iakefield, and mucl'~ less than that of Leeds. 
However, by the early nineteenth century it ranked as one of the five 
principal market towns in the Riding." Aildn corrnnented in 1795 that 
" 
Huddersfie1d was "peculiarly the creation of the woollen manufactoI"l, 
whereby it was raised from an inconsiderable place, to a great degree 
2 ' ' 
of prosperity and population". In 1671 the to"m obtained a charter to 
, . 
hold a cloth market, which proved to be the source 'of its future 
( 
prosperity. The town and its neighbourhood csme to specialize in the 
production and marketing of kerseys, a type of woollen cloth. Trade 
1. This deSCription of Huddersfield is based on: D. Defoe, Ope cit., 
pp. 484-5; J. Aildn, on. cit. pp. 128, 552-4; .{. v'ihite, 18'3 I) 
pp.592-4; H. Heaton, on. cit. pp.21, 75, 381-2. 
2. J. Aikin, OPe cit. p. 552. 
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and manufacture grew rapidly, and by the 1720's, although the town was 
still of small account, its commerce and industry impressed Defoe. By 
1BOO it had a thriving general market and a large share of the'i'jest 
.. . 
Riding cloth trade and manufacture in woollen broad and narrow cloths. 
Factory manufacture took.a hold in the town a t the tail end of the 
eighteenth century, and was the prime source of its rapidly rising 
prosperity in the nineteenth century. The increase in its population 
demonstrates the rapid rise in the town's importance: in 1750 it had 
a population of about 3,000 and it was probably the sixth or seventh 
largest town in ,the West Riding; by 1B40 it had a population of about 
25,000 and it was the . fourth largest town in the Riding. 
The fifth and final textile town was Bradford. 1 Like Huddersfield, it 
was of little consequence in the seventeenth century, but its import- . 
ance increased in the eighteenth century and in the nineteenth century 
; 
. 
it experienced meteoric industrial development. In the early seven-
teenth century Bradford was a centre of woollen cloth manufacture, but 
of much less importance than Leeds, ~alifax and ltJakefield. It was 
badly affected by the Civil /o.·ar and thereafter its trade in cloth 
became almost negligible. During the eighteenth century worsted 
manufacture a~d trade grew up in the town but its growth was limited 
because, like Halifax and Huddersfield, it remained primarily a 
'-
marketing and manufacturing centre, and did not become a finishing 
centre as Leeds and Wakefield had done. However, with the onset of the 
Industrial revolution, Bradford's inhabitants were quick to adopt 
;. 
1. This description of rlradford is based on: J. Aikin, op. cit. 
pp.568-9; E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 147; ~-.:. vlhite, 1~53 D. pp. 
409-11; H. Heaton, Ope cit. pp. 77,210,273-4. 
factor,y production. This set the town on the road to rapid economic 
growth and prosperity. Its population grew more than five-fold from 
6,000 to .. 31 ,000 in the,forty years between 1801 and 1841, and it 
. superseded Halifax as the centre of worsted manufacture. ·~hile in 
1801 Bradford was the sixth largest town in the Riding, by 1841 it . 
ranked third. 
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Apart from the textile industry, the other West Riding industry of 
major importance was the metalware industry. This industry was centred 
on Sheffield, B~rnsley, and Rotherham. Sheffield dominated this group 
1 of towns. After comparatively slow growth in the seventeenth centur,y, 
it grew at a similar pace to Leeds for much of our period and was 
similar in size. Thus it was the other urban giant of the West Riding. 
In 1600 it was probably the fourth largest town in the Riding·, after 
Le~s, Halifax, and Pontefract. aut by 1700 it had crept into third 
. -. 
place after Leed.s and Halifax, and thereafter it vied closely with 
Leeds for first place. Its growth between 1700 and 1840 was pheno-
menal: its popula tion grew nine-fold in the eighteenth century, and. 
more than doubled between 1800 and 1840, reaching over 68,000 in 
1841. 
In 1600 Sheffield had been long established as a great production centre 
"-
of hardware, and it was peopled largely by craftsmen engaged in the 
. 1. This description of Sheffield is based on: J. Defoe, 00. cit. 
p. 482; J. Aikin, Ope cit. pp. 539, 548; S. Baines, 1822 D. 1, 
281, 286-7, 294-5; G. 1-. Jones, ''Industrial f;volution II in 
D. Linton, ed.:heffield .!lnci its He'ti.on (Gheffield, 1956), 
pp. 156-9; A. J. Hunt and ci. Pollard, "The Growth of Population" 
in D. Linton, on. cit. p. 173; c. 'tj. Chalklin, OPe cit. pp. 22-3, 
43. 
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\ cutlery trades or in the provision of goods. or services for the local 
populace. The town's economy was based on its own industry and that of 
neighbouring villages •. Even after 1700 its hinterland was small and 
much of it thinly populated, so, unlike Leeds, it was not of major 
importance as' a regional centre for a manufacturing district. Through-
out our period, especially after 1700, the skilled craftsmen of the 
town specialized in producing cutlery, scythes, files, saws, and edged 
tools, high value finished goods. They were the main suppliers of these 
products to the Sri tish market, and large quanti ties were also 
exported. In the second half of the eighteenth century the cutlery 
trades and toolmakers continued on a small-scale domestic basis, and. 
so, in contrast to Leeds, the town had few wealthy masters and manufact-
urers. Outside manufacturing, there were merchants and factors gettin.~ 
a living from the distri~ution of raw materials or the sale of finished 
go~ds, or, more commonly, supplying_.the general crafts and services 
. 
needed by the'manufacturing population. The town's industry grew 
rapidly during the eighteenth century and one of the most significant 
developments was the discovery of the technique of silver-plating in 
1746. Despite the growth of the industry, there were few large-scale 
!actories even by 1840. Exp3nsion was largely achieved by the 
endeavours of many small concerns operating with little capital. 
Nevertheless, the Boundary Commissioners ~port o! 1831-2 was able to 
say that: 
The environs of the Town are occupied, to an unusual extent, 
by mills, !actories and buildings, belonging to and inhabited 
by persons having a direct interest in the staple m1nufacture 
of the To\m. 
1.- BO\lnd~rV' Cmruriss:i.onp.rs: Hp.port on the Town of Shp.ffield (P.r. 
1831-2, XL), p. 205. 
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For most of our period the metal trades were supervised by the Corpor-
ation of Cutlers founded in 1624. Despite its size, Sheffield did not 
become ~m incorpora te4 borouYl until 1943. 
Barnsley, like Sheffield, was noted for its metal trades in 1600.1 It 
. was a small market town outside. the traditional V;est Riding clothing 
area and famous for the manufacture of wire. However, in contrast to 
Sheffield it was the smallest of the twelve towns for virtually the 
whole of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, even though its 
population doubled during the latter centur,y.In the 1720's Defoe 
noted that: 
Black Barnsley is eminent still for the working in iron and 
steel; and indeed the very town looks as black and smoky 
as if they were all smiths that lived in it.2 . 
By 1800 however, major changes were taking place in the town; It was 
I 
still known for its coal pits, iron works, and trade in wire, and it 
still functioned as a market town, but it was rapidly becoming involved 
in the textile industry. Aikin noted that it had "a manUfactory of 
linen yarn and coarse linen, which is in a flourishing state".3 From 
this period its industrial, interests expanded quickly. In 1822 Baines 
noted that the manufacture of flax and weaving of linen cloth had 
become its main industry and the source of considerable wealth. Over 
3,000 looms were employed in the town and neighbourin~ villages. There 
were also two extensive iron foundries making steam engines and other 
1 • This description of oarnsley is based on: D. Defoe, on. cit. p. 483; 
J. Aikin, Ope cit. p. 551 ; E. Baines, 1 A22 D. I, 133-4; W. "Ihite, 
1837 ;).1, 310. 
2. D. Defoe, 00. cit. p. 493. 
3. J. Aikin, 012· cit. p. 551. 
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1 
metal products. This process of industrial growth continued in 
~ 
the remaining part of our period. Between 1800 and 1840 the town's 
growth w,ns as spectacu1-ar as that of Bradford, although on a smaller 
. . 
scale. Its population trebled from 3,606 in 1801 to 12,310 in 1841, 
by which time it was the 5eventhL~reest of the twelve towns. 
For much of the period 1600-1840 Rotherham W3S the s~~llest of the 
twelve towns, and only in the last forty years was it able to creep up 
into ninth Place.2 ~ith a population of 5,505 in 1841 it was one-
seventee~th of the size of Leeds. The town hod been a textile 
producing centre of some note in the l'Jiddle Ages, but during the 
seventeenth centure it was just a small In.''lrket town. In this role 
it increa sed in importance during the eighteenth century, and by 1822 
-Baines could note that: "the town is in a thriving state and consider-
able trade is carried on in coals, corn, and other articles".3 The 
. -. 
town's close -proximity to 3heffield - only six miles away - encouraged 
the growth of the metal industries in its neighbourhood: the nationally 
famous iron works belonging to the ~alker family was founded in its 
suburb of f/.asborough in the 1730' s, and during the Industrial Revolution 
the area around the to'tt1rl \'13S noted for its iron and steel works. Thus, 
together \OJi th Sheffield and 8arnsley, it formed the metalware producing 
region of the ~~est Riding. 
1. E. Baines, 1 P22 D. I, 133-4. 
2. This deSCription of Rotherham is based on: C. l'/lorris, (,)P. d.t. p. 
95; D. Defoe, OPe cit. PP. 482-3; E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 256-7; 
Sh~ffi~lrt 18h5 D. pp. 337-8; H. Heaton, op. c1.t.. 1'1'. 7, 18, 21. 
3. E. Baines, 1 ~22...Q. I, 256 •. 
" 
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Thd four to~ms still to be described, Doncaster, Knaresborough, Ripon, 
and Pontefract, remained small throuehout our period; even Doncaster, 
the largest of the towns, was only an eighth of the size of Leeds. and 
.. . 
a sixth of the size of Sheffield in 1641. Unlike the eight towns 
previously described, they were of little note as centres of industry. 
'As their castles or ecclesiastical buildings testified, they had been 
of considerable economic and political importance ·in the Niddle Ages, 
.but subsequently their industries declined in importance and to a 
large extent the Industrial Revolution pa ssed them by. After 1700 in 
economic terms they were primarily market towns. Nevertheless, ther 
• 
retained administrative importance and, particularly in the case of 
Doncaster, they possessed a considerable reputation as social centres 
and seats of the leisured classes. As we have seen, all the towns 
.except Ripon were county quarter sessions venues, all except Knares-
borough had municipal corporations, and all except Doncaster were 
I 
parliamentar~ boroughs. 
Doncaster was the most important of the four towns. 1 In the fourteenth 
century it had been the second largest town in the 'v\est Riding, and 
until quite well into the eighteenth century it was famous for the 
knitting of stockings, waistcoats, gloves,' and ether clothes. During 
the eighteenth centUry it attained nationsl importance as a msrket 
centre largely because of its situation on the Great North Road. Its 
principa 1 commodity we scorn: Ba mes said in 1 B22 th·) t Donca ster corn 
market ranked amoncst the first in the north of Fneland.2 8y the end 
1. This descri~tion of Doncaster is based on: U. (Jefoe, or. cit. p. \81; 
E. Baines, 18:22 O. I, 168-9 j ,:{. ~·;hi te, 1 R37 ,). I, 276; J. d. ?lelcher, 
A. History of th~ St. Lle,,; .. r ;~t.:",kes (1902), rp. 22-33; 
2. E. Ba ines, 1 ~?? n. I, 16S ~ 
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of our period it also traded in u.18lt and timber, and had a few iron 
works, roperies, and machine works. Nevertheless, its pre-eminence 
was as a horse-racing centre and seat of the leisured classes. Horse-
racing began at the town,around 1600 and from the ~iddleof the 
seventeenth century the town's corporation used every effort to make 
the race meetings successful, and to provide for the comfort and 
convenience of those who attended them. The establishment of the St. 
Leger Stakes in 1776 brought the town increased fame. The races were 
held in September and were a great source of revenue. By the end of 
the eighteenth century they were visited by nearly all the f'amilies of' 
.  
rank in the north, and many from the south of' England, in addition to 
many thousands of tradesmen and people from Shef'field, Leeds, and other, 
neighbouring towns. Tne pleasant situation of the town,. its good 
regulation by the corporation, and its plentiful supply of provisions, 
made it a f'ashionable place of residence for the upper classes. In 
1e22 Baines wrote: 
'There are few towns in the kingdom in which so great a 
portion of the inhabitants possess independent fortunes, 1 
and the nei~bourhood is remarkable for opulent f'amil1es. 
Knaresborough achieved fame in the hiddle Ages because of its castle, 
but throughout our period it functioned primarily as a market town and 
as a small centre for the manufacture of linen. 2 From the late seven-
teenth century it became a noted spa and well into the eighteenth 
1. E. Baines, 1822 I). I, 169 
2. This deSCription of Knaresborough is based on: C. Ho'rria, Opt cit. 
p. 7Sj D. Defoe, OP. cit. pp. 506-7; S. Baines H~22 D. I, 223-4; BOlmrl~ry Commissioners: Rerort on the BorollCTh of l\n~r€'sborcu~h, 
(~.r. 1831-2, XL), ,pp. 191-2. 
26 
century it was a place of considerable resort. By the early nineteenth 
century much of this residential business had been diverted to Harrogate, 
and the t-own's waters \1ere taken mainly by day-trippers. In the .first 
forty years of the nineteenth century the town's linen· industr.r adopted 
the new technolozy brought by the Industrial Revolution, and capital 
was invested in mills, warehouses, and. machinery, but the town 
remained very small and its character was little changed. 
In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries Ripon was the leading cloth 
producing town in the West Riding and it was also notable as the centre 
.of the ecclesiastical liberty of Ripon and as a market town.1 By 1600 
its woollen industry had almost totally decayed and it had been replaced 
by the man~acture of spurs and buttons, industries which persisted well 
-into the eighteenth century. 3y the end of the eighteenth century, 
ho~ever, the town functioned alrnos~ solely as a market centre. Like 
Doncaster, it' was noted for its preponderance or upper-class inhabi-
tants and, in terms of its size and growth, it was very similar to 
Knaresborough. 
Pontefract, the last of the twelve towns to be examined, was the largest 
in the West Riding in the fourteenth century, having a notable cloth 
industry, and a castle which generated a sUbstantial amo\IDt of general 
2 business. In 1600, however, it was in decline, and by 1622, after the 
1. This description of iiipon is based on: J. i'~orris, on. cit. p. 83; 
D. Defoe, OPe cit. p. 508; Anon, The History of ~j~on (2nd edn., 
Ripon, 1806) pp. 10, 16, 32, 40, 149-50; E. Baines, 18;>2 D. 1,247, 
250; 89...1J!ldRry Col!'ffil~sionprs: Report on the Aoro'ln;h 0 r d.:\ ron (P. P. 
1831-2, XL)( pp. 201-2; J. h. Mlbran, J\. Guirl.e to tdnon (15th edn. 
Ripon, 1885), pp. 8,15-16; H. Heaton, OPe cit. PI'. '7,21,70-1, 
285, 359. 
2. This description of Pontefract is based on: C. ~lorris, Ope cit. pp. 
94-5; D. Defoe" Opt cit. ,PI 505;E. Baines, lA2.2 :1. It ~37-hl; 
ao~nd;ry COIT1rr.i~s~s:leport on tho (~orour:h of i-nnt.efr;:lct (P.P. 
1831-2, x.rJ), p. 197; H. Ht":1ton, on. cit. pp. 7,18,21,32,h9,359. 
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destruction of the castle, its ~opu1ation had fallen to half of what it 
had been in 1400. Thus in 1700 Pontefract was almost the smallest of the 
twelve towns. Nevertheless, it was a handsome market town and it was 
well known for its market gardens, which among other things, produced 
large quantities of liquorice. Right up tothe end of our period it 
-----
remained principally noted for its market, gardens and as a market 
centre. Nuch of its garden produce was sold in Leeds and ~vakefield, 
and its liquorice and famous Pontefract cakes were sent all over 
England. In 1600 Pontefract was the administrative centre of the v\'est 
Riding but, as we have seen, by 1700 this role had been taken over by 
. 
vJakefield. However, throughout our period it remained the venue for 
the vJest Riding General Q,oorter Sessions and this, in conjunction with 
the popularity of its race meetings, made it quite a fashionable place 
of resort. Rather like his cominents on Doncaster and Ripon, Baines 
said of Pontefract: 
It is surrounded by seats of nobles and opulent commoners, 
and persons of large or small fortune may find here'agreeable 
society .1 
1. E. Baines, 1 ~22 I). I, 23.7" .'.' 
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In 1600 the twelve West Riding towns had a stock of only about fifty 
public buildings; some towns having as few as two and none more than 
. 1 
s~x. The range of buildings was very limited. Each town had a church, 
usually dating from the twelfth or thirteenth century, and several had 
medieval chantry chapels which were either disused or converted to other 
uses. Most towns also had a town hall or court house ot some descrip-
tion. These buildings were used for a variety of public business, 
which often included the meetings of guilds, borough corporations, and 
. parish officials, and the judicial sessions of manorial courts and 
. justices of the peace. As an adjunct to the town hall or court house, 
there was usually a small short-stay prison or gaol; sometimes it was 
actually incorporated ·in the building. There were two types of prison: 
-those belonging to authorities such as manorial lords, town corporations, 
~d ecclesiastical bodies, and those belonging to parishes. Often it is 
difficult to'distinguish one type of prison from another, and, in some 
cases, authorities used the same prison. At this time, the only type of 
public building the towns had to cater for the physical welfare of the 
public was the almshouse. These buildings, often referred to as 
"hospitals", usually consisted of rows of cottages in which from two to 
1. The following survey of the public buildings provided in the period 
1600-1840 is based on the evidence presented in the gazetteer at 
the end of this thesis. Unless stated otherwise, the sources for 
the data given in this survey can be located by referring to the 
notes to the gazetteer. AlthOUGh the text of this study is 
concerned solely with the period 1600-1840 and with public buildings 
as defined in the introduction, for the benefit of readers interested 
in earlier periods or using a broader defin.ition of public buildings, 
the eazetteer gives details of public buildings provided between the 
eleventh and sixteenth centuries, and those buildings on the frin~e o~ my definition which are not encompassed by the study. b 
.. 
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twelve poor people of good char8~ter were housed and m~intained from 
endo~ments. As a result of provision m3de since the twelfth century the 
towns possessed a total of at least ten sets of almshouses in 1600. 
Almost all the towns also had a grammar school. }'lost had been founded 
in the sixteenth century and, in general, instructed ten to twenty 
pupils in reading, writinB, and arithmeti~. Some. schools were purpose-
built but the ease with Which other premises could be converted meant 
that a new buil::iing was not uSUAlly necessary. Finally, most of the 
towns possessed a market cross and a butchers' shambles. Originally, 
the term "I~Iarket cross" referred to a stone cross \<hich fonned'the focal 
point of a market place, but by 1600 it ~s likely that some of these 
crosses had been replaced by small colonnaded shelters which were used 
for the sale of dairy produce on market days. In addition, some of the 
_towns had meat shambles - rows of butchers' shops and stalls. 
I 
During the se,venteenth century the number of public buildin3s in thp. 
twelve towns almost doubled, reaching about 90 by 1700. .In all, 55 
buildings were provided, 41 of ~ch were additional amenities: 44 
of the buildings were purpose-built and 11 were con'/erted premises. 
The rate of provision - one about every t'JIlO years - was very slow; 
during their lifetime many people might see the erection of only one 
new public buildin3. 
Three-fifths of the builiings provided were of the traditional·type: 
they inclu1ed four town halls, four prisons, five gra~1r schools, two 
. 
market crosses, one church, and, most impressive of all,. nfteel'l sets 
of almshouses. The Sheffield Cutlers' Hall built in 1638 W!3S the most 
unusual "town hall" erected, since it was the only ~enuine euild hrlll 
built in the twelve towns. It WJS used almost exclusively for the 
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administrative and social activities of Sheffield's Cutlers' 
Company. 1 
The remaining two-fifths of the buildings consisted of four new types 
concern,~ with the spheres of poor relief, law and order, education, 
. and religion. The early years of the century produced an innovation 
which was to dominate the relief of destitution for the next three 
centuries - the workhouse. 't;orkhouses, sometimes known as "poor 
houses", were intended to accommodate the destitute and to se~e as 
places of emplo1ffient where they would be obliged to earn their living. 
-The first workhouse was built at Sheffield in 1630, and others were 
2 provided in at least five more towns during the centur.y. . 
- The second important innovation was the erection of the ~vest Riding 
House of Correction at ';;akefield around 1605. Throughout our period 
I 
this county gaol, with rebuildin3s and enlargements, ~as easily the 
most important prison in the Riding. It accommodated all the prisoners 
convicted at li\est Riding Qmrter Sessions and Assizes, and therefore 
made the erection of large local gpols unnecessary. 
The third innovation was the foundation of charity or blue coat schools. 
~~ereas grammar schools tended to cater for the sons of the better-off 
1. The hall was replaced by another in 1726, which in turn wss super-
ceded in 1833. 
• 2. Data about these early \-Jorkhouses is scanty. r1oreover, contempo-
raries' failure to distineuish between "poor houses" and "almshouses" 
creates problems of identification. Jimilarly, the spasmodic use 
of the inffiitutionsmakes it difficult to distineuish between their 
foundation and re-establishment. 
• 
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to~nsmen, these schools were founded specifically for the education of 
orphans and the children of poor families,. and often housed and clothed 
the pupil. In contra~t to the .granunar schools, althou~h they tau~t 
reading, writing, and arithmetic, the schools placed great emphasis on 
teaching trade skills such as scribbling, carding, and spinnin~. 
~'here girls "'lere admitted, they were taught domestic arts such as 
knitting and sewing. Four schools were founded, the first being opened 
at Halifax in 1610. 
The final inno,{ation was made in the last thirty years of the century 
. with the establishment of eleven meeting houses by the Independent 
Dissenters and the ~uakers. The provision of nonconformist places of 
worship was to become one of the most dynamic forces in the public 
- building history of the next 140 years. 
The public buildin3 provision in the seventeenth century is summarized . 
in Table 1.3: (see page 32). 
During the eighteenth century the stock of public buildings in the 
twelve tOMlS more than doubled, growing from about 90 in 1700 to 
around 240 by the tum of the century. This increase was produced by 
a sharp rise in the rate of provision of buildings. In,the first hllf 
of the c'entury 62 buildings were prOvided, 46 of which were additional 
amenities: 49 were purpose-built and 13 were converted premises, In 
the seconi half of the century 152 buildings were provided, of .which 
107 were additional amenities: 115 were purpose-built and 37 were 
converted premises, Thus the rate of building provision, Wlich h~d 
been one every two years in the seventeenth century rose to over one 
. , 
per year in the first half of the ei8hteenth century and to just over 
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three per year in the second hal! of the century. 'llhile nLt:lny of the 
traditional types of public building were provided in these years, 
there wa.s also a good ~eal of innovation. Noreover, as we shall ·see 
in Chapter II, there was a distinct tendency for the buildings to 
become larger and more grandiose. 
Table 1.3 
The Public' auildin~s Provided in the Twelve To~ns, 1600-99 
No. of n~/,, No. No. of Tot81 No. 
amenities I2uroose- nremises of buildino;s 
Building type btul t converted provided 
Town Halls 1 4 4' 
Court Houses 1 1 2 
Prisons 3, 1 (1) 4 
Almshouses 13 13 2 15 
. 
Workhouses 6 4 3 . ? 
Grarrunar Schools 2 3 2 5 i 
chB ri ty Schoo;t.s 3 2 (0 2 
Market Crosses 2 2 2 
Angiican Churches 1 1 1 
Independent Chapels 7 5 2 7 
~ua ker Cha pels 4 4 " 4 
Niscellaneous 2 2 2 
41 44 (1) 11 (1) 55 
- -
Source: The gazetteer 
Notes 
- Figures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities of multipurpose 
buildin~s. This method of listing permits a distinction to be made 
between the nwnber ~f buildings and nu~ber of amenities provided. 
- The miscellaneous building 'types were a purit3n school and a 
eramm1r school library. 
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The provisions of the traditionfl type rrade in this centurJ included 7 
town halls; 3 court houses; a prisons (including in the 1760's the 
rebuilding and rna jor enlargement of the VJest Riding House of Correction 
and the addition to it of a women's prison); 15 sets of almshouses; at 
le!3st 9 workhouses; 5 grammar schools; 17 charity schools; 7 market 
crosses; 3 butchers' shambles; and 36 places of worship - 7 Anglican, 
22 Independent, and 7 Quaker. As Tables I.4 and I.5 summarizing the 
provision of public buildings in the eighteenth century demonstrate, 
regardin~ traditional types of public buildings with the exception of 
places of worship, the foundation 'of new amenities occurred prirnarily 
• 
in the first half of the century; much of the activity in the second 
half of the century concerned the rebuilding and replacement of existin3 
premises. 
By 1720 most of the ".JOrkhouses established during the seventeenth 
i 
century appea! to have been closed, but in the 1720's, and '30's the 
concept was revived with enthusiasm. Seven workhouses were provided in 
these two decades, four of which were established in existing pre~ises; 
in Leeds, for example, the original workhouse was broUSht back into use" 
Similarly, the foundation of new charity schools ".as concentrated in the 
early part of the eighteenth century: 8 of the 14 were founded. between 
1702 an::! 1 727. 
As the figures above show, places of worship were easily the ~~st 
frequently provided traditional tyPe of public buildin3 in the eighteenth 
century, and they played an import3nt role in the acceleratton' of acti-
vity in the second half of the centur,y, since two-thirds of them were 
provided bettNeen 1770 and 1799. Also at this time, the rebuildin~ of 
butchers I shambles bec'3me a much more significant event, for in two 
/ 
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cases this was accompanied by the ehtire rebuilding or replacement of 
the towns' market places. New shambles and market places were opened 
at SheCfield in 1786"and at Bradford about 1794. These wholesale 
redevelopments foreshadowed the extensive market improvements whi~~ 
occurred in other towns in the first forty years of the nineteenth 
century. 
The fact that only half of the public buildings provided in the 
eighteenth century were of the traditional kind (112 out of a total of 
214) testifies~that the century was one of great innovation in this 
: sphere •. Indeed the acceleration in the rate of provision of buildings 
was mainly attributable to new types of building. In terms of numbers, 
the most significant innovation was the provision of chapels resulting 
- from the rise of the Methodists and, to a lesser extent, the Baptists. 
Tpe twelve towns' first Nethodist_chapels were built at Sheffie1si in 
the 1740 1s, 'and in the next fifty years as }~ethodism spread to all the,' 
towns a further 24 chapels were provided. In addition, 6 Baptist 
chapels, 1 Roman Catholic chapel and 1 quasi-Anglican chapel were also 
provided, bringing the number of new types of places of worship 
provided in the century to 32. 
-, 
Another important innovation and one which was of ereat utility to the 
twelve tovms' dominant industry was the erection of cloth halls. These 
ha11s, which provided covered accom~odation for the sale of cloth, were 
built in all the textile towns during the century. The first halls 
, 
were built at Halifax,' ','lakefield,' and Leeds in the first eleven years 
of the century.1 Thereafter, there was a lull in provision until a 
1. lhere is evidence of the existence of two houses in Halifax in 1616 
knovm as the V,ollen Ball and the Lynnen Hall. Although they were used 
for the sale of cloth, it is unlikely that they were similar in style 
to the eighteenth century cloth halls. 
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further eight were erected between 1755 and 1793. The halls were not 
used solely as cloth markets: for example, the ~'/"est P.iding' qU;lrter 
sessions were held at ,Bradford Price Hall until 1834, and the halls' 
court yards were popular venues for large public meetings. The cloth 
hall was essentially an eighteenth century phenomenon; and no more 
. were built in the remaining part of our period. 
The provision of places of entertainment and social rendezvous was 
another important eighteenth century innovation. Before 1700,public 
. buildings of this type were virtually non-existent in the twelve towns, 
:and dancing assemblies, plays, and musical concerts had to be held in 
makeshift premises. This remained 'the case to some extent in the 
eighteenth century: at Sheffield and Barnsley, for example, assemblies 
-were held regularly in school premises in the early part of the 
c~ntury. HoltJever, a considerable .number of assembly rooms, theatres, 
concert rooms, and grandstands were provided in this period. 
A purpose-built assembly rooms is first mentioned in 1726 at Leeds, and 
another was built at 'o"iakefield a year later. In all, six assembly 
rooms were· built during the cent~J, and a further three sets of rooms 
were incorporated in multipurpose public buildings. By and laree, 
these amenities were the preserve of the middle and upper classes. The 
first purpose-built theatre was opened in 1762 at Sheffield, and in the 
remainin3 part of the eighte~~th century, theatres were provided in six 
of the other towns. Also in the second half of ,the century concert 
rooms or music halls were provided at Leeds and H\rldersfield an:! zrand-
stands were built for the race courses at three to~ns. 
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One of the.most revolutionary innovations in the century was the 
provision of medical institutions.' Until 1767 there were no medical 
insti tu:tions in the t1r!elve towns, the only public institutions . 
providing medical treatment being workhouses. Between 1767 and 1799 
infirmaries were established at Leeds and Sheffield, and dispensaries 
. were opened at Doncaster, Ti'iakefield, and Ripon. Usually, infirmaries 
gave treatment to in-patients, while disFensaries gave treatment to 
out-patients. The treatment at all these institutions was given free·· 
of charge, and they were established for the relief of the working 
classes. 
Libraries and ne\'~srooms for IIpublic" use were other eighteenth century 
innovations. Probably most schools had libraries in 1700 - Leeds 
- grammar school even had the luxury or a library building erected about 
1691 - but there were no IIpublic ll libraries at this time. Some'parish I _~ 
libraries associated with churches were established i~ the first half 
of the century but these were of little consequence. In the next fifty 
years, however, IIsubscription" or "circula ting" libraries were founded 
1n the larger towns. These libraries were exclusive, middle-class 
institutions, members paying a high annual subscription. Seven 
libraries ".Jere established but none had purpose-built premises. ~'h1le 
the library movement was getting under way, newsrooms, institutions 
where newspapers, rnaeazines, and other periodicals were available for 
the reference of subscribers, were established in at least three of the 
twelve tot,.,ns. I t seems likely that several other newsrooms were provided 
• 
in public houses and coffee rooms. 
Although the bulk of school provision then consisted of grarrmar schools 
, 
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and charity schools there were two innovations. 1be first was the 
establishment of three Schools of Industry; institutions which trained 
small groups of girls for domestic service. The schools were run on a 
part-time basis and 'v'lere held in makeshift premises. The other inno-
vationwas the establishment of Sunday schools. These schools ,'",hich 
were established in significant numbers between 1785 and 1799, are not 
inclu?ed in this study because in their early stages they often met in 
churches and chapels, and later in rooms attached to places of worship • 
. In addition to these innovations a small number of public buildings 
~ere provided which were unique to particular towns. In 1704 an office 
for the registration of deeds was opened at \':akefield; in 1773 an assay 
office was opened at Sheffield; and in 1775 a Rotation Office, an 
office for the borough magistrates, was opened at Leeds. In addition, 
a freemasons' hall was built at Sheffield about 1787, and a barracks 
I 
was erected a.t the same town in 1792-4. Finally, a nonconformist 
theological college was founded at Rotherham about 1795. 
The public building provision of the eighteenth century is summarized in 
Tables 1.4 'and 1.5 (see pages 38 and 39). 
In the last forty years of our period when, as we have seen, the total 
population of the twelve towns grew at a very rapid pace, the provision 
of public buildings grew at a similar rate: although it had ~lready 
accelerated to three per year in the second half of the eighteenth 
) 
century, it surged forward still faster to a rate of just under nine per 
year between 1800 and 1840. In all, 354 buildings were trovided , of 
which probably 2B9 were additional amenities: 262 were purpose-built 
UNIVERSITY 
UBRARY 
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and 92 'lt1ere converted premises. Thus the stock of public bui:dines in 
the twelve to\-n1S more than doubled, rising from about 240 in 1800 to 
over 500 by 1840. 
Table I.4 
The Public f3uildin<;,s Provided in the Tt .. lelve T011ms I 1700-1~2 
No. of ne'l'J No. No. of Tot~l no. 
Buildin~ Type amenities I2'l1I'po~e- Ere!'!'l.ises . of b1Ji ldinas 
built converted provided. 
Town Halls 5 5 
Court Houses 1 1 
: Prisons 1 1 
/ 
Public Offices 1 1 . 1 
Almshouses . 6 7 1 8 
vJorkhouses 4 3 4 7 
-Grammar Schools 1 (1) 1 
Charity Schools 9 6 3(1) 9 
Libraries 3 1 2 3 
l~rket Crosses 2 4 (1) 4 
Shambles 1 1 
Cloth Halls 3 3 3 
Assembly Rooms 3 3 3 
Anglican Churches 2 2 2 
Independent Chapels 7 7 7 
c;,ua ker Cha pels 3 2 1 3 
Methodist Chapels 2 2 2 
Niscellaneous 1 1 1 
46 49 (2) 13 (1) . 62 
- -
- Source: The gazetteer. 
Notes 
- Figures in parenthesis indicate second~ry amenities of multipurpose 
buildin,~s • '. . 
- The miscellaneous buil~in~ type is a ridin3 school. 
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Table 1.5 
The Public 3uildin.c;s Provided in the T",!elve T01tl!1s I 1750-99 
No. of new No. No. of TotAl No. of 
ameni ties I2urpose- fremises buildin?s 
Bui ldin?: Type built converted nrovided 
Town Halls 2 ·2 
Court Houses 1 1 2 
Prisons 2 6 1 (1) 7 
Public Offices 2 1 3 4 
Almshouses 3 6 1 7 
'J'Jorkhouses 1. 2 2 
Infirmaries 2 2 1 3 
. Dispensaries :3 1 2 3 
Grammar Schools 2 3 1 4 
Charity Schools 5 ? 1 8 
Schools of Industry 3 :3 :3 
Libraries 7 8 8 
.Newsrooms 3 -. :3 3 
l-'!arket Crosses 3(1) 3 
Shambles 
-
2 2 
f'.lB.rket Pla ces' 
(with Shambles) 2 2 
Cloth Halls 4 7(1) 7 
Assembly Rooms 4 3 (3) :3 
Theatres 8 8 3 11 
Concert Rooms 2 1 1 2 
Grandstands :3 :3 :3 
Anglican Churches 5 5 5 
Independent Chapels 12 14 . 1 15 
Qua ker Cha pels 1 2 2 4 
r·lethodist Cha pels 21 22 2 24 
Baptist chapels 5 5 1 6 
Catholic Chapels 1 1 1 
Misc. Chapels 1 1 1 
~dscellaneous 
--i.. 7 
-
7 
-
106 115 (,,) 
..ll.( 1) 1,2 
---
Source: The gazetteer. 
Notes: Figures in p~renthesis indicate secondary amenities of multi-
purpose but lciin~~s. 
'lhe. miscella.neous buil\Un3 types are a ridin.~ school, r.l theo-
loel.cal college, a barrAcks, a parish church vestry, a coffee 
house, a freemasons' halls, ~md a crnnun.1r school m.1ster's house. 
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This high level of building provision was a chieved by a combination of 
vigorous provision of traditional types of buildings, much more extensive 
. provision of the types of amenity first introduced in the second half of 
•. , 
the·eighteenth century, and yet more innovation. The latter, however, 
was not limited to entirely new types of buildin~, for, as we shall see, 
there was a strong innovative element in the provision of what we were 
ostensibly traditional types of amenities. 
The traditional types of buildings provided in this forty-year period 
included: 3 towz:t halls; 12 court houses i 6 prisons; e sets of alms-
houses; 4 workhouses; 3 grammar schools; 7 charity schools; 1 market 
cross; 1 shambles; 6 market places; and, if all chapels are included, 
135 places of worship· - 24 Anglican, 17 Independent, three Q.uaker, 60 
Nethodist, 10 Baptist, 11 Catholic, and 10 beloneing to other sects. 
Clearly, places of worship were the principal feature of the provisions 
made, and to an even greater extent than in the eighteenth century; 
. 
probably 111 of them were additional amenities. In contrast, the relative 
importance of buildings such as grammar schools, charity schools, t~~ 
halls, and mnrket crosses was small and only two additional amenities 
were provided. The rate of provision of almshouses was maintained and 
three new amenities were founded, but they too becsme less important 
. numerically in the overall provision of buildings. 
It is of particular importance to note that twelve court houses were 
built: four times the number provided in the previous century •. Before 
this period, the {'est Ridine ID..1,gistrates h3.:i always held their sessions 
in premises not specifically designed for their use; si5rlificsntly, 
) 
, 
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eight of the new court houses built in these years were intended primarily 
for the use of the cotmty and borough magistrates. In addition, four 
court houses were provided for the Courts of Request held in Huddersfield, 
, . 
Halifax, Sheffield, and Bradford (Courts of Request were established to 
settle disputes over debts). At the same time at least 9 local prisons 
were provided, 3 of which were incorporated in new court houses. There 
were also two major enlargements to the West Riding House of Correction 
. 
in these years. Although only 4 workhouses were provided between 1800 
and 1840, they are important because they represented the beginnine of 
a new era in poor relief: three were built by tm10ns established under 
the Poor Law i\mendmcnt Act of 1834. The establishment of vagrancy 
offices was another new development in this period which was closely 
associated with workhouses; indeed, their premises sometimes adjoined 
workhouses. The purposes of the "offices" was to give overnight acco-
mmodation and food to vagrants found begging in the streets. Tr~ 
I 
following day. the vagrants were sent on their way. Probably three 
offices were established. 
A 'particularly notable feature of the provision of traditional amenities 
was the redevelopment or replacement of ~qrket places. Six new market 
places were provided in these years. For example, the market places 
were redeveloped at Rotherham in 1802-3 and at Halifax about 1810. 
These developments incorporated shambles and other covered facilities. 
'Three cem~ries independent of churches or chapels were more unusual 
features of the provisi,on of the traditional types of publlcameni ty 
in this period.' The cemeteries were much more elabornte than the 
usunl type ani, as we shall see subsequently, their moje of finnnce 
~s also r~ther novel. 
) 
42 
Host of the new types of buildings introduced in the first half and 
more particularly in th~ second helf of the eighteenth century were 
provide~ in much erea~er nwnbers between 1800 and 1840. lt~ith regaro to 
social am~ies, provisions'included four assembly rooms, three 
,theatres, four concert rooms, and three grandstands. At the same time, 
. the number of infirmaries and dispensaries was more than trebled; three 
addi tional infirmaries were built and nine more dispensaries 1tlere 
founded, the majority of which were housed in converted [remises. 
Libraries and newsrooms also were provided in greater nlJmbers: nine 
libraries and. f,ourteen ne',Nsrooms were establishe:l. Twenty buildings 
:were provided, sixteen of which were converted premises, but 1n addition 
facilities for twenty more of these amenities were provided in new 
multipurpose buildings. All the libraries included in this study were 
- primarily middle-class institutions, 'but it should 'be noted that other 
types were established in this period. At Sheffield in 1837, for 
, ~-
example, there were no fewer than ten circulating l1br9ries run from 
, ' 1 
the shops of booksellers. 
Like the fifty yea~s preceding it, the period 1800-40 was a period of 
great innovation in the sphere of public buil:1inz provision. Innovation 
was perhaps at its height in the area of education: the provision of 
Schools of Industry which had beeml at the tail end of the eighteenth 
century continued on a small scale, but there were several other more 
far-reaching developments • 
. A great deal of innov3tion occurred in the provision of institutions 
1. W. ilhi te, 18~7 f). I, 82. . 
43 
for child education. T'l1e high rate· of provision of new schools and 
school premises in the period occurred largely because of the foundation 
of sev~ral new types 9f schools, notablY NationAl and Lancasterian 
schools. The National schools, sponsored by the Church of England, and 
the Lancasterian schools. sponsored by an inter-denominational movement 
begun by Joseph Lancaster, were established to give a rudimentary 
education to the children of the lower classes. At least 17 National 
schools and ten Lancasterlan or British schools, as they were later 
knm'1Il, were established in these years, resulting in the erection of 
21 schoolhouses. 
Two other types of school "Were also fotmded in this period: Infant 
schools educatin3 children until they Were old enou~h to enter the 
National and Lancasterian schools, and Collegiate and Proprietary 
sphools, which gave a classical a~9 commercial education. In all, 14 
. . 
Infant schools and 4 Collegiate or Proprietary schools "lere 
established. 
In addition four types of educational institutions catering for adQlts 
were added to the "educational system" between 1819 and 1840: literary 
and philosophical societies, mechr~nics' institutes, museums, and 
medical schools. The earliest were the literary and philosophical 
societies, principally of the 1820's and '30's. Their aim was to 
promote higher cQltural levels amongst townsmen. Societies were 
established in five of the tm"lns, and three of them erected the~r own 
, 
premises: Leeds fnilosophical Hall was the first built in 1S19-21. 
Mechanics' institutes were established slightly later for the purpose 
of educ3tin3 the lower classes in science and ene!neerinz. Despite 
their objectives they became middle-class institutions \\1 th a clientel 
, 
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not dissimilar to the literary and philosophical societies. Five 
institutes were established between 1825 and 1832, of ~ch only the 
one at Bradford er~cte.d premises. The societies and institutes often 
provide1 museu~s in their premises, but there is one instance of a 
museum built as a separate entity, namely, Calvert's Euseum erected 
'at Leeds in 1827. 
Two medical schools were established at the end of our period: at 
Sheffield in 1828 and at Leeds slightly later. Of these, the fonner 
had its own purpose-built premises known a s the Sheffield Nedical 
:lnsti tution (1828-9). 
Apart from the extension of medical facilities to all the twelve t~ns 
by means of the provision of infirmaries and dispensaries, which we 
have already noted, there was also innovation in the sphere of 
j -
medicine and· public health in the first forty years of the nineteenth 
century. The medical i~~ovation consisted of the prOvision of three 
fever hospitals (hospitals for treating infectious diseases), two or 
more cholera hospitals, one eye hospital, and two lyin3-i~ hospitals 
(maternity hospitals). Cf these, only two institutions, both fever 
hospitals, had purpose-built premises. Undoubtedly, the most prominant 
medical institution built at this time was the v··.est Riding Pauper 
Lunatic Asylum, established at '.··.akefield in 1816-18, and housing for 
treatment up to 250 insane people from the ',Jest Ridine. Not lon5 before 
this, the twelve towns' first public baths had been provided, Doncaster 
) 
probably bein3 the first in the field in 1812, althoueh Halifax had a 
set of baths which were well-established in 1822 •. Seven sets of public 
baths were built between 1812 and t 840. The term IIpublic b!lth" was 
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something of a misnomer, since like "public libraries" these amenities 
were essentially middle and uppar class preserves. 
The last two decades of our period produced significant in~ovations 
in the sphere of marketing and commerce. Leeds figured prominently in 
these provisions. The twelve towns' first and only fully-covered . 
. general retail market, the Central l'i.arke~, was built at Leeds in 19.24-7, 
and the only purpose-~uilt wholesale carcase market 'in about 1830. 
The towns' first corn exchanges were also built in this period at 
. ~vakefield, Leeds, and Sheffield. Finally, "Commercia 1 Buildings", 
establishments where businessmen could meet to discuss and transact 
business, which often incorporated coffee rooms and newsrooms and 
other ancillary facilities, \>Jere built at Leeds, Huidersfield, Sheffield, . 
and Barnsley. 
The main provision of social amenities in the period 1800-40 concerned 
existing types but there were a few innovations: a bettin~ room was 
built at Doncaster in 1826-7; two circus buildings at Sheffield; and 
zoologic.31 ani botanical gardens at 'sheffield (1836), ";akefield·(1839), 
and Leeds (1940). Also at the tail end of our period a number of 
buildings were erected which, as premises for mutual aid societies, 
were a cross between. social and "Ielfare institutions: odd fellows' 
halls at Barnsley, Bradford, and Halifax, and a temperance hall also' 
. 
a t Bradford. 
The public buildine provision of the period 1600-40 is s'LlITlIIl.3rized in 
Table 1.6. This brin~s the first p3rt of our general survey to a 
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Table 1.6 
The Public al1ildin~s Provide,", in the 1\.1f'llve To'-",!,!. 1f.~()O-1rO 
Bui ldin "; .. 1'Y::2e No. of No. No. of Tot31 N~. 
new !:ur~ose- l"\r~miSe9 of 
amenities built con"~rtf'>d buil~in"'s 
~rovided 
Town Halls 3 3 
Court Houses 9 11 1 12 
Prisons 5 (3) 1 6 
Public Offices 4 1 3 4 
Almshouses 3 8 8 
Workhouses 3 3 1 4 
.Vagrancy Offices- 3 1 (1) 2 3 
Infirmaries 3 3 3 
Dispensaries 9 2 (4) 13 15 
Fever Hospitals 3 2 1 3 
l~Ii s c. J.iiedi ca 1 6 1 5 6 
Baths 7 7 7 
Grarrmar Schools 1 2(1) 1 3 
CMrity Schools 1 5 2 7 
Schools of Industry 5 2 5 7 
National Schools 17 14 4" 1B 
Lancasterian and British 
Schools 10 7 5 12 
Infant Schools 14 B (2) 4 12 
Collegiate and Proprietary 
Schools 4 4 4 
I'fd.sc. Schools 5 2 (1) 2 4 
Philosophical Halls 4 3 1 4 
I'~echanics Institutes 3 1 (1) 1 2 
Libraries 9 1 (9) 8(1) 9 
Newsrooms 14 :3 (11) 8 11 
I'lBrket Crosses 1 1 
- Shambles 1 1 
V~rket Places (some ~ith 
shambles) 4 6 6 
Covered h3rkets 1 1 1 
Com Exchnnees 3 4 4 
Cont •• • 1 .. 
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Tat-le 1.6 Contd. 
The Public Bllildino;s Provided in the T'!,elve TO'Il1Y1s! 1 P,OO-ltO Contd. 
Buildin~ T~!J2e . No. of No. No. of Tot,~l No. of 
~ Eurpose- ~rernises btli l-jin'1s 
amenities built converted !!rovi.de(i 
Contd. Contd. Contd. Contd. 
Merchants Exchanges/ 5 3 (1) 1 4. 
Commercial Buildines 
Ivdsc. F.arket Amenities 1 1 1 
Assembly Rooms 1 4 4 
Theatres 3 1 (1) 1 2 
Concert Rooms 2 3(1) 3 
Grandstands 3 3 3 
Zoological and Botanical 
Gardens 3 3 3 
Circuses 1 2 2 
Oddfellows Halls 3 3 3 
Temperance Halls 1 1 1 
Anglican Churches 21 24 24 
Independent Chapels 13 16 1 17 
Quaker Chapels 3 3 
Methodist Cb~pels 49 52 B 60 
Baptist Chapels 9 B 2 10 
Catholic Chapels 9 .10 1 11 
¥d.sc. Chapels 10 4. 6 10 
Cemeteries 3 3 3 
JiJiscellaneous 6 5 3 B 
289 262 (36) 92 (1) 354 
Source: The. gazetteer 
Notes 
-
- Figures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities or multipurpose 
buildines. 
- The miscellaneous bui11in~ types are two theolo~ical colleses; 
two b::lrracks (one temporClry); three museums (one temporary); a 
gra~~r s~hool master's house; a bettin3 room, ~nd public3ns' 
booths at a race course. 
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conclusion. It has att~mpted to demons~rate the trends in the provision 
of buildings in the twelve towns as a whole and ·to highli~ht new 
.developm.ents, while keyping in mind the provision of traditional types 
of building. It is hoped that it also eives some impression of the 
relative importance in numerical terms of the different types of 
building. The relative size and cost of buildings, in addition to 
their numbers, is of crucial importance in assessing their contribution 
to the overall provision of public buildings. Moreover, the different 
patterns' of provision \A/hich occurred in the twelve tov.ns form an 
important aspec~ of this study. Both these topics are investig~ted in 
the followinS chapter. 
CHAPTER II 
THE CHARACTERISTICS M~D RELATIVE IMPORTANCE 
OF THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS PROVIDED IN 
THE TWELVE TOv/NS 
Chapter I gave an impression of the relat.ive importance of 
the different types of public buildings in numerical terms, 
but numbers tell only part of the story: relative size 
and costs are vital elements making up the picture of the 
.provision of these buildings. The first part of this 
chapter describes the physical characteristics of each type 
of building, with the aid of illustrations, and contrasts 
-
the sums of money normally expended on them. Using this 
in~ormation, we then present estimates of total expenditure 
on the twelve towns' public buildings, and assess the 
relative contribution, in terms of numbers and expenditure, 
of each type of building to overall building provision. 
The final part of the chapter compares the extent and charact-
eristics of public building provision in each of the twelve 
towns. 
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I 
The following descriptions of the physical characteristics of the ' 
public buildings provided in the period 1600-1840 are grouped. 
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according to the uses of the buildings. Unless stated to the contrary 
.the sources for the information given in this section are to be found 
in the gazetteer. 
Town Halls and Court Houses 
,,' 
The typical design for to .... n halls arid court housesbuil t in the 
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries was of two storeys: the 
lower storey serving as a shelter for market traders or consisting of 
shops, and the upper storey consisting of a hall or room. The.Leeds 
raoot hall and Wakefield market cross, sho .... n in Plates 1 and 2, were 
la~e examples of this type. of desi~. From the early eighteenth 
. 
century town halls were increasingly' used for social purposes, as for 
example were Sheffield town halls hired out to a troup of comedians in 
1724,1 and Rotherham town hall built in 1739-42 and then partly used a~ 
a ballroom and place of entertainment.2 As a result of this trend it 
became common to incorporate social rather than retailing amenities in 
the buildings. This developnent is instanced in Pontefract and Ripon 
town halls, built towards the end of the eighteenth century (see Plates 
3 and 4). In contrast, however, the court houses built between 1Boo 
and 1B40 primarily tor the use ot the magistrates incorporated neither 
retailing nor social amenities (see Plates 5, 7, and B). On the whole, 
f 
1. J. Thomas, The Local Register (Sheffield, 1830), p. 36. 
2. J. Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherham (~;orksop. 1879), p. 1 ..03. 
-1. LEEDS NOOT HALL ( LS25) 
Rebuilt 1710-11 at a cost of £210. The upper ctorey contained 
a court hOUEe used for judicial ses sions and corporation 
business , the lower storey contained butchers ' shops . 
2. WAKEli'IELD HAl :ET CROSS ( WD30 ) 
Duilt 1707 at a cos t of over £100 ao a ma.rket shelter and tovm 
hall. The dome contained a room used for public busineol3 . 
3. PONTEFRACT TOvrN HALL ( pT30 ) 
Bui lt c . 1785 comprising a magistrates ' office , a prison , and 
a court room used for judicial sessions , corporation meetings , 
and assemblies . 
4. RIrO!~ TOWN HALL NTI MARKET PLACE ( RN19 ) 
The Town Hall ( rigl t) was built 1198-1801. It conto.inod an 
assembly room , oommittee rooms , o.nd rooms for W.R. quarter 
and petty sessions . 
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5. WAKEFIELD COURT HOUSE (WD61) 
Built 1806-9 for W.R. quarter and petty sessions. 
6. SHEFFIELD TOWN HALL (SD7 3 ) 
Built 1808-10 at a cost of £5 ,600 . It was the venue for W.R. 
quarter and petty sessions ru1d a variety of publio business, 
and incor.porated a priBon . It superseded a town hall (SDl1) 
which had been built a century earlier . 
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7. LEEDS COURT HOUSE ( LS86) 
Built 1811-15 at a cost of £10, 000 . It Has used for 
a ,.ride variety of judicial and public busine s~ and con-
tained a court room, magistrates ' offices , a prison 
and a cellar for fire engines . 
8. 13RADFOHD COURT HOUSE (:BD53) 
Bui l t 0.1834 at a cost of £6,231. The premises included 
a court room for W.R. quarter and petty sessions, and a. 
vagrancy office. 
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town halls and court houses be~~me much more imposing architecturally 
1 from the last quarter of the eighteenth century (see Plates 1-8). 
Prisons 
The local prisons built in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries had 
. a variety of names ranging from the "lddcote" and "lock-up" to the 
"prison" or "gaol". Usually they were very small, consisting of no 
more than three or four cells, and the segregation of prisoners, at 
best, was limited to separate cells for felons and debtors. Leeds 
prison (1726), for example, had only f~ve or six cells, and Doncaster· 
Town Gaol (1768-9) had only four rooms, two for felons and two for 
debtors. 
I~ general the prisons built between 1800 and 1840 were larger than 
their predecessors, often accommodating ten to twenty prisoners, and 
I 
provided for.greater segregation of different categories of prisoners. 
The Gaol of the Borough and Soke of Doncaster (1829) was an exception-
ally advanced example of this new trend. It had a gaoler's house in 
the centre from which cells radiated in four directions; each set of 
, 
cells accommodated a different category of prisoners and was provided 
with an airing court. After 1800 it became much more common for local 
prisons to be incorporated in town halls and court houses. 
As we have seen, the West Riding's major prison was the House of 
Correction at vlakefield. Little is kno~n about the original prison of 
1.· An interesting architectural study of town halls is C. J. K. 
Cunningham, "A Study of TOWl Halls or the Eighteenth and Nineteenth 
Centuries and the Reflection of Civic Pride in Public Buildings" 
. (unpublished Ph. D. thesis, Uni versi ty of Leeds, 1974). .. 
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1 (;05 and later buildings, except that they were much larger than the 
local prisons. It was enlarged in 1709 and again in 176S-70, by which 
1 time it was thought to be one of the largest county gaols in fug~nd. 
It was enlarged again in 1S20 and 1837, and by the ern of our period it 
could accommodate six hundred prisoners.2 
Almshouses 
As we have seen, the almshouses built in the seventeenth century usually 
took the form of groups of cottages often accompanied by a chapel. Two 
examples of the, larger almshouses are HOp'kinson's ·and Crowther's 
Almshouses at Halifax (1610), which had twenty rooms and accommodated 
eighteen poor widows; and Harrison's Hospital at Leeds (c. 1653), which 
consisted of two sets of almshouses, each with·twenty rooms, accommo-
dating a total of forty indigent aged women. There is no evidence to 
suggest that the almshouses built between the mid-seventeenth century 
j 
and 1840 were significantly larger than their predecessors, although 
. . 
they may have been more imposing: undoubtedly, the Shrewsbury Alms-
houses and Chapel at Sheffield. rebuilt in 1 $25-7, were the most 
. . 
architecturally impressive and probably the largest almshouses built 
1n the twelve towns 1n our period (see Ph te 9).3 
1. W. S. Banks, Walks in Yorkshire: 'v'lakefield and its Neiehbourhood 
(1871), p. 11. 
2. Important contemporary surveys of prisons are J. Howard, The state of 
the Prisons in En~l:lnd and '''iales (1777) and J. Nield, The Stnte of 
Prisons (1812). ' 
3. For the history and description of English almshouses sea 
W. H. Godfrey, The Fn~lish Almshouse (Faber and Faber Ltd, n.d.) and 
R. }II. Clay, The IIJedieval Hospitals of l:"".n,;land (1909). 
9. TFL4j Jili!lEHSEURY ALVtSIiOUSES A11) CHAPEL , SImFFIBLD ( SD94 ) 
Built 1825-7 at a cost of £10,183. The almshouses, 
\'Ihich consisted of 36 dwellings , replaced a group of 
almshouses .,hich had been built 1665-6 ( SD13) and 
Bubstantially repaired 1774-7 (SD53). 
10. 1..:BJ1~ GmTEru~L. INFJ Rl1ARY (L84 5 ) 
Built 1760-71 for the sum of £4 ,599 . It replaoed t emporary 
premises acquired in 1767 (LS43). When opened it had 
27 beds for the gratuitous treatment of in-patients. 
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l;lorkhouses 
Little information has been found about the physical appearance or work-
houses or their design. By the late eighteenth century, most workhouses. 
-. . 
probably were a conglomeration or buildin3s surrounding or built on to 
the original premises. It appears that the workhouses provided in the 
-. seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries accommodated about 50-100 
• paupers, but by 1840, those in the larger towns accommodated many more: 
the Union Workhouses built at the very end or our per10d were particu-
larly large and accommodated 200-420 inmates.. Some impression of the 
scale and charac,ter of the later workhous~s is given by the fact that 
. 1 
the new workhouse opened at Sherrield in 1829 was a converted factory. 
Medical Tnsti tutions and Public Baths 
The size and style of·the medical institutions varied considerably. The 
first two infirmaries built in our period are shown in Plates 10 and 11. 
l 
These were the largest infirmaries built in the twelve towns and were 
erected in the largest towns, but in later years even smaller towns like 
Huddersfield sometimes were provided with imposing medical institutions 
(see Plate 12). Since dispensaries treated only out-patients they 
required much smaller premises than infirmaries and therefore could be 
established in converted buildings. Those that were purpose-built were 
usually incorporated in multipurpose buildings, some being combined with 
infirmaries as in the case of the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg 
Infirmary, and others being incorporated in non-medical amenities such as' 
Wakefield Public Rooms shown in Plate 35. lhithout doubt, the largest 
; 
and most impressive medical insti tut10n built in the twelve towns \-ras 
1. For a history of poor relief in our period see I~l. E. Rose, The 
En~llsh Poor L·n~. 1780-1930 (Newton Abbot 1971) which provides an 
extonsive bibl1o~raphy of all useful wor~ on the subject. 
11 • ~HEFFIELD GENERAL INFI RNARY ( SD64 ) 
Built 1793-7 at a cost of £11 , 697 . Treatment was given 
to both in-patients and out-patients . 
12. HU1)DERSFn~JJD Aim UPPER AGBRIGG DTFlilllARY ( HD34) 
Built 1829-31 at a cost of £7, 518 . It treated both 
in-patients and out-patients , and took over the functions 
of the dispensary established in the town in 1814 ( HD13) . 
I t had facilities for 40 in-patients . 
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the West Riding Pauper Ltmatic Asylum at Wakefield with its spacious 
grounds and accommodation for 250 patients • 
. 
The public baths provided in the first forty years of the nineteenth 
century seem to have been commodious and fairly lavish premises if 
Leeds baths (1819-20) were typical: the building incorporated 
separate suites of apartments for men and women, and had cold and 
shower baths, Vl8.tlock and Buxton baths, hot baths, and vapour baths. 
FJiucation91 Institutions 
The typical design for schools in the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries was simply a large room with desks: Wakefield grarDmar 
school, built at the end of the sixteenth century, and Leeds grammar 
s~hool, built about 1624~ were good examples (see Plates 13-15). The 
seventeenth and eighteenth century grammar schools .and charity schools 
f __ 
. must have had fairly small buildings since it was rare for them to 
have more "than 20-30 pupils: the Blue Coat shcools built at Halifax 
1n 1642 and Ripon in 1672 each educated only 20 orphans, and the 
charity school established at Leeds in 1705, which was the largest 
contemporary school of its type, educated only 40 pupils. 
In the last forty years of our period, grammar schools and charity 
schools still taught fairly small numbers, but, as Plate 16 shows, 
some schools such as Bradford grammar school acquired buildings of 
architectural note. In contrast, the National, Lancasterian, and 
Infant schools provided in these years had much ]a rger buildings; the 
extra room being necessitated by much higher. pupil intakes. The 
National schools built at Sheffield and Leeds (1812-13), for example, 
each accommodated 500 pupils, while even the schools built at smaller 
13. !LAKEFI ELD GIW·jf{AR SCHOOL (WD18) 
]uilt 1596 as a free gr~~ school. Its facilitieo were 
improyed by the addition of a library building in 1717 (wn33). 
14. WAKRlnELD GRAMMlill SCHOOL .- HITER!9ll (\VD10) 
61 
62 
15. LEEDS G~1AR SeHOOL (LS11) 
Built c.1624 to house the grammar school founded in 1552. 
16. ]RADFORD GRAMMAR SCHOOL (BD29 ) 
Built 0.1820 with teaching space for 50 pupils. 
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towns such as Barnsley (1S15) accommodated 300 children. The 
Lancasterian schools were similar in size, and although Infant schools 
tended t.o be smaller, ~ven these housed about 150 Children. The· 
schools' premises tended to be very plain and utilitarian, and in 1B1B 
it was suggested that a bam would. make a suitable model for their 
" design.1 
In further contrast to all these types of schools, the collegiate and 
proprietary schools provided in these years ~ere both large and 
architecturally impressive. Their large ~ize was partly necessitated 
, 
by the accommodation of boarders. Two of the four institutions, the 
West Riding Proprietary School at Sheffield and the Wesleyan Proprietary 
College at Sheffield, are shown in Plates 17 and 1S. 
Like small schools, most of the libraries and newsrooms provided in our 
i 
period did no~ require elaborate premises: as we have noted, many were 
established in converted buildings. · ... hen purpose-built· libraries and 
newsrooms ~lere first erected, between 1Soo and 1B40, they were provided 
in conjunction with other amenities. The first purpose-built premises 
were those for Leeds Subscription Library, shown in Plate 19: this was 
almost certainly the most elaborate library and newsroom built in the 
twelve towns. Other examples of purpose-built facilities \'Jere those 
incorporated in Leeds Philosophical Hall, Bradford Mechmics' Institute, 
Wakefield Public Roorns, Sheff'ield Music Hall, and the New Rooms at 
1 •. J. l-lcNicholas, "The Developnent of Open-Plan Schools" (unpublished 
M. Ed. thesis, University of Hull, 1973) p. 15 citing'the evidence 
of Rev. iJa1Jnsley to the drougham Committee 1B1B. 
17. THE WEST RIDING PROPRIETARY SCHOOL , HAKEFIELD (WD87) 
~uilt 1833-4 at an estimated cost of £1,800. The school 
provided a commercial education for middle-class boys. 
18. THE W}:!SLEYAN PROPRIETAHY COLLEGE, SREFFIl~LD (SD134) 
:Built c.1836-40 at a. cost of £19 ,752. The college housed 
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200 boys who were inst~~cted in classics, commerce, and scienoe. 
19. LEEDS SUBSCRI PTION LIBRARY (LS81) 
Built 1807-8 for the sum of £5,000 to house the subscription 
library established in 1768 (L844). The library, which 
had previously used makeshift premises , occupied the 
upper storey of the new building, while the lower storey 
contained a newsroom and shops. 
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Halifax (see Plates 20, 21, 35, 36, and 37). 
The small number of philosophical halls and mechanics' institutes built 
in the last thirty years of our period had quite imposing premises. Two 
examples are Leerls Philosophical Hall and Bradford I-lechanics' Institute 
. '. 1 
shown in Plates 20 and 21. 
Markets and Commercial Amenities 
In general the market buildings provided in tr..e seventeenth and early 
. eighteenth centuries were small. As we sa\<, in the previous chapter, 
. butchers' shambles were usually rows of covered. stalls or shops, and 
otten market crosses were merely stone crosses. An elaborate example 
or a "market cross" is the obelisk erected in Ripon market place in 
-
1702 shown in Plate 4. Where market crosses took the form of covered 
s~elters, most were similar to the one at Pontefract shown in Plate 22. 
Ho\"ever. as noted earlier, market crosses and shambles were sometimes 
combined. with town halls, and the product could be quite pleasing in 
architectural tenns (see Plates 1 and 2). 
In contrast, the cloth halls provided in the eighteenth centur,r were 
massive buildings. The first v.'h1te Cloth Hall built at Leeds in 1710-11 
was described as "a stately hall, built on pillirs and arches in the 
form of ~ exchange, with a quadrangular court wi thin" • 2 The typical 
1. For'histories of education and school architecture see S. J. Curt1~, 
A Histor! or FnuC3tion in Great Britain (7th edn. 1967) and M. 
Seaborne, The En~l1sh School: Its Architecture and Orp;anization 
1370-1870 (1971). . 
2. R. Thoresby, Ducatus Leodiensis (1715). pp. 249-50. 
... ~ .. -
.. W" " .. ~..... .. _~ 
20 . LEEDS PHILOSOPHICAL HALL ( LS104) 
Built 1819-22 for the use of the newly established 
Leeds Philosophical and Li t erary Society . The premises , 
which cost £6, 150 , included a l ecture room , a museum, a 
library , . and a laboratory . 
21. BRADFOlID HECHANICS' IN..,TIrruTE ( :BD63 ) 
Commenced in 1839 and completed at a cost of £2 , 665 . 
The premises incorporated a lecture theatre and a library 
for the use of the Ins titute ' s members . 
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22 . PONTEl~RACT NARKET CROSS (PT24) 
Originally built in 1734 ( PT21) but rebuilt in the form 
shown in 1763. 
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23. THE lllIXED CLOTH HALL ( left ) AND THE COURT HOUSE, LBBDS ( LS42 & 86) 
The Mixed Cloth Hall was built 0.1 755-8 as a market 
for coloured or finished cloth. It housed 1770 stalls 
and was erected nt a oost of £5 , ,00. 
d:esign for the halls was rectangular with t\"Jo or more storeys, built 
around a large court yard. The interiors of the buildings contained 
rows of.stalls, arranged in alleys, at which clothiers could exhibit 
their cloth, while merchants passed up and down bargaining for its 
purchase. Examples of the halls are shown in Plates 23-2.7. As the 
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plates demonstrate, the cloth halls built from the 1750 l sand especiallY 
the 1770's were larger than their predecessors and were not without 
architectural merit. 
After 1750 almost all the.marketing and commercial amenities erected 
.were much larger and offered more facilities than those provided earlier 
in our period. Moreover, increased attention was given to architectural· 
detail. As the illustration of Sheffield !~rket Place shows, when 
market places began to be redeveloped in the 1780's, quite substantial 
buildings might be erected (see P~ te 28). The markets, commercial 
buildings, and corn exchanges provided between 1800 and 1840 were . 
especially imposing and commodious: those at Leeds sho~n in Plates 
. . 1 
29-31 were particularly' outstanding. 
Social Amenities 
Li ttle is known about the twelve towns' first assembly rooms except 
that the rooms built at Wakefield in 1727 took the form of a two storey 
building with a dining room on 1 ts ground floor and an assembly' room 
and a card room on its upper floor. Of the five assembly rooms 
purpose-built in the remaining part of the eighteenth century Doncaster 
1. For a history of marketing and retailing in the later part of our 
period see D. Alexander, 1ietailin~ in Fnt;bnd durin1 the Industrial 
Revolution (1970) and D. Davis, A History of Shopping (1967). -
. --'-; 
24. THE JlIXLD CLOTH HALL YARD , LE£D8 (L842) 
The yard of the hall was frequently used for large 
public meetings , particularly at election times . It 
could contain 20 9 000 people . 
25. THE NIX1~D CLOTH lLl\LL - INTEHIOR, Lh:EDS ( L842) 
The hall ' s interior contained rO\.,rs of s talls from \>,hich 
clothiers sold cloth to merchants . 
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26. THE \-lllITE CLOTH HALL I LEEDS (L850) 
Bull t 1775-6 as a market for unfinished or "\vhi te" 
cloth. It replaced a smaller hall built 1755-·6 (LS41), 
which in tuxn had superseded a hall built 1710-11 (L826 ). 
The building housed 1210 stalls and cost £4 ,000. 
27. BAhl.FAX PIECE HAU.J YA~ ( l:1X26) 
The hall was Quilt 1775-8, nt a cost of over £12,000, 
as a ma.rket for woollen cloth. It 'fIA.S unusual because 
the clothiers made their salcs from individual rooms 
rather than from stalls in a laree hall. There Here 
;15 rooms arranged along tho hull's bo.l·oniGB . 
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28. SHEFFIELD J't:ARKET PLACE - \'lEST FRONT ( SD5 3) 
. 
, ~ 
Completed 1786 as part of a market improvement scheme . 
The whole project cost over £11, 000 . The market building 
incorporated a butchers' shambles, a market for dairy 
produco, ~,d fruit and vegetable shops • 
. '
------ - ........ a--.I.:I .. 
" . 
LE ·'Do:> rW.NTRAL _NA~T ( L8 11 9 ) 
Built 1824-7 as a general r etail market at a cost of 
£24,800. The preruises incorporated 67 shops , 56 stalls , 
offices , and a hotel. 
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30. LEEDS COHHERCIAL BUILDINGS ( L8131) 
Buil t 1826-9 at a cost of £28 , 000 . It '<fas intended 
as a business and Boclal centre for the merchant 
community, and incorporated an exchange room, a newsroom, 
dining rooffis , a concert room, offices , and a hotel. 
31. LEEDS CO EXCH~GE ( L8132) 
Built 1826 8 at a cost of £12,500 . It provided facilities 
for the sale of corn by sample and included ... tarehouses 
and offices for co+n merchants . In addition it incorporated 
a hotol and tavern , and 4 shops. 
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1'J8.!'.sion House, shown in Plate 32, was quite exceptionally lavish. Leeds 
assembly rooms, shown in Plate 33, was more typical in that it was much 
plainer. hith the exception of Sheffield and Doncaster theatres, the 
theatres built in the second half of the eighteenth century were fairly 
unimposing. Leeds theatre, for example, built in 1771 was described as 
. 1 
"a plain, small brick building" and was later likened to a barn. 
Similarly, the race track grandstands built in this period also were 
quite plain - in fact most were utilitarian wooden structures. The 
notable exception was the Doncaster grands~, shown in Plate 34, ~ch 
was built in 1777-S. 
Most of the social amen! ties provided after 1800 formed p3.rt of quite 
imposing multipurpose buildings: three .examples are Wakefield Public 
Rooms, Sheffield Husic Hall, and the New Rooms at Halifax shown in 
Plates 35-7. 
The botanical and zoological gardens provided in the 1930's were 
primarily' open areas but they did have some buildings. Probably, like 
the gardens at Sheffield, they were surroun:ied by substantial boundary 
walls with gate houses, and included green houses and a miscellany of 
shelters and enclosures. Sheffield's gardens, shown in Plate 39, had 
an 18 acre site. 
Pla ces of Worship 
Many of the churches and chapels provided in the period 1600-1940 have 
• 
survived to the present day, and therefore they need little description. 
1. Leeds 1817 D. p. 39; w. rhlte, 1837 D. I, p. 527. 
32 . E ANn BETTING ROOM, DOHCASTER ( DR17 & 47 ) 
The Mans ion House (right ), built 1745-8 at a cos t of 
£8,000, was Doncas ter Corpora tion ' s assembly rooms and 
the mayor ' s r esidence. The Betting Room \010.8 opened 
in 1827 for off-course betting in raoe weeks . 
33. LE~D.:> ~§E§i1BLY }<0Ql:l& ( 1851) 
Built 1775-7 above the north end of the White Cloth 
Hall ( L550) for the Bum of £2 . 500 . 
34. DONCASTER GRAlillSTANQ (DR22) 
Built 1777-8 for the use of the wealthier classes at 
race meetings . 
35. "lAKEFIELD PU13LIC Rom'iS (vTD70) 
Bml t 1821-3 at a cos t of over £4,600 . It vias a mul ti-
purpose building comprising an assembly-cum-oonoert 
room, a ne\"sroom, a library and a pUblic dispens al..--y. 
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36. SHEFFIELD JvIUSIC HALh ( S.o90 ) 
Built 1823-5 incorporating a saloon used for concerts 
and lectures, a subscription library, a newsroom , and 
a museum and laboratory used by the ne"Tly formed Literary 
and Philosophical Society. 
37. THE NEW R00!1S AND TRINITY clroncH, HALIPAX (HX48 & 29) 
The New Rooms ( right) were built 1823-5 and included 
a subscription l ibrary, a newsroom, a hilliard room , 
and an asoembly room . 
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38. SHEFFIELl) BOIJ.1ANICAL GARDEN.§. (SD126) 
Opened in 1836. The total cost of the land and buildings 
was £16,000. 
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The Anglican churches built during the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries were usually built in stone and accommodated about 1,000 
79 
worshippers. Perhaps ~he only significant change during this period 
\-laS in the architectural styles of the buildings:· St. John's Church 
built at Leeds in 1631-4 was in gothic style, while the eighteenth 
centur,y churches such as St. Paul's at Sheffield and the rebuilt St. 
Giles' at Pontefract were in classical style (see Plates 39-41). The 
churches built in the rush of activity in the 1 920 I S and :30 I S were 
considerably larger than those of the two preceding centuries, often 
accommodating a~ many as 2,000 worshippers, and mainly reverted to the 
gothic style (see Plates 42-44). 
The non-confOrmist chapels built in the period c. 1670-1770 temed to 
be plainer and much smaller than Anglican churches. l'd.ll Hill Chapel 
at, Leeds, shown in Plate 45, was one of the largest and most lavish I ._ 
chapels built in the centur,y. In general, Independent and Quaker 
chapels were more substantial and imposing than those of the Methodists 
and Baptists; the former often being built of stone, Whereas the latter 
were often of brick. From around 1770 there was a notable increase in 
the size of the chapels built and several accommodated over 2,000 
worshippers; there was also a tendency to erect much more imposing 
buildings. In contrast to the gothic style generally used for Anglican 
churches in the last forty years of our period, the contemporary non-
conformist chapels were built almost exclusively in classical style 
(see Plates 46-50).1 
1. For discussions of the Anglican churches built in the nineteenth 
century see B. F. L. Clarke, Church Builders· or the Nineteenth 
Century (Newton Abbot, 1969). 
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39. ST GILES ' CHURCH, PONTEFRACT ( PT4) 
Building commenced c.1135 and tower rebuilt c.1707 ( PT1 S). 
40. ST. JOHN ' S CHURCH, LEEDS ( LS12) 
Built 1631-4 . Accommodated 1200 worshippers . 
.. :.~ 
::r':.' 
41. ST . PAUL ' S CHURCH, SHEFFIELD ( SD23 ) 
Commenced in 1720 and completed at a cos t of over i 1, 000 . 
Accommodated 1250 worshippers . 
42. ST . GEORGE' S CHURCH, S}mFFIELD ( SD87) 
Built 1821-5 at a c o~ t of £15 ,1 81. Accommodated 1933 wor-
shippers . 
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43. ST . ~1ARY ' S CHURCH, SHE/?FIELD ( SD95 ) 
Built 1826-30 at a cost of £13,927 . Accommoda.ted 2000 worshipp rs . 
44. CHTIrST cfrurtCH. DO Wt.~ll ( DTI48 ) 
Built <1827-9 at a coot of £10, 000 . Acconunadated 1000 war hippers . 
45 . MILL HILL CHAPEL, L EDS (LS18) 
Built 1672-4 for the Unitarians at a cost of £400. Accommodated 
700 worshippers . 
46 . SIaN CHAPEL , HALIFAX ( HX39) 
Commenced 1819 for the Independents and completed at a cost of 
over £6 , 000. 
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47. BRUNS'{/ICK CHAPEL, LEEDS ( LS116) 
Built 1824-5 for the l'iethodists at a cost of £7 , 000 . Accommodated 
2417 worshippers. 
48. WESLEY CHAPEL t HALIFAX ( HX52 ) 
Built 1829 for the Methodists at a cost of £4 , 000 . 
49. BRUNSWICK CHAPEL , SHEFFIELD (SD115) 
Built 1833-4 for the Wesleyan Me thodists. Accommodated 2000 
worshippers. 
50. HANOVER STREET C EL , HALIFAX ( HX55) 
Built 1834-5 for the New Connexion Methodists. 
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This description of the physical characteristics of the different types 
of public buildings cannot be concluded without a brief discussion of 
the premises which were converted or taken-over for use as public 
buildings, for as many as one-quarter of the public buildings provided 
between 1600 and 1 $40 were converted premises. I t was quicker and 
. cheaper to buy or lease an existing property and to convert that for 
use as a public amenity than it was to have one built. The only 
, " 
limitation was whether or not a suitable property could be found. For 
amenities such as libraries, dispensaries, and public off'ices ,a private 
house often sufficed, while f'or schools and places of' worship - amenities 
. which required halls - a larger building migbt be needed. As the gazet-
teer shows, buildings such as places of worship, assembly rooms, and 
schools were often, superseded and subsequently taken over to serve as 
other public buildings. Leeds old assembly rooms (built in the early 
, . 1 
e~ghteenth century) was reused as .~ school and as a place of worship. 
The New Hall; a dissenters meeting house at Sheffield, was purchased in 
2 . 
1703 and converted into an almshouse. Pontef'ract theatre was taken 
over in 1837 for use as a British school.3 Barns and f'actories were 
sometimes converted into public buildings: Huddersf'ield theatre was a 
converted barn,4 and Sheffield Lancasterian school opened in 1809 was 
housed in a building formerly used as an iron works, and a riding school 
and circus.S However, where amenities were expected to last f'or many 
1. L.I. 13 Jan. 1789. 1 July 1811; J. Ryley, The Leeds Guide (Leeds, 
1806), p. 62 
2. J. Thomas,.op. cit. p. 31. 
3. W. \\hite, 1837 D. I, .p. 281 
4. R. Brooke, The Story of Huddersfield (1968), p. 272.. 
5. J. Hunter, Hallamshire (A. Gatty's edn. 1869), p. 330; W. White, 
1837 D. 1, p. 79. 
years, and purpose-built premises would offer great convenience, 
existing premises were usually taken over only as a temporary 
measure, and if finances permitted new buildings were erected 
with all possible speed. 
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In the absence ot detailed data tor the dimensions, structural 
characteristics, and materials ot many ot the buildings included in 
this study, it is not possible to make precise comparisons in physical 
terms between buildings. However, it is possible to compare the sums 
. , 
expended on buildings, and thereby gain an impression of how size and 
quali ty varied over time and' between building types • 
. We begin by examining the average expenditure on individual buildings 
in the period 1600-1 S40. The average expend! ture on' a public building 
in the seventeenth century can only be guessed, but the l1m1 ted amount 
ot expenditure data available suggests that a typical building was 
unlikely to cost more than £100-200: . Sheffield's first Cutlers' Hall, 
to.r example, built in 1638 cost £86, while Pontefract's Bead House 
. -
Hospital, an 'eight-roomed almshouse, complted in 1670, .cost £101; Hill 
Hill Chapel built at Leeds in 1672-4, undoubtedly an exceptionally 
large building by contemporary standards, cost £400 •. 'In the next 140 
years average expenditure probably rose considerably: reaching 
approximately £500 in the first halt of the eighteenth century; £1,OCO 
in the second halt of the century; and just over £4,000 in the first 
tortyyears ot the nineteenth century.1 Given t~t building costs 
rose by about one-third between 1600 and 1790, and approximately .... 
doubled between 1790 and 1S40,2 this suggests that in real terms the. 
1 • These figures were obtained by dividing the expenditure figures 
presented 1n Table 11.3 by the numbers ot purpose-built premises 
erected i~ the period, shoWn 1n Tables I. 4-6. 
2. See £1gures given 1n ~'i. S. Jevons, "On the variations ot Prices and 
the Value ~.r the, Currency since 1782" in E.l'i. Carus-'j',ilson, ed. 
Essays in J:.cononuc lIi3tory (196.2) III 1-28' .~ H Ph 1 B _-l S V 11 pki 11" C " ..:... e ps rov-.n au.!. 
• • 0, nS',u7ven ent~ies o~ ;he Prices of Consumables, Compared 
wi:h BUl.~de~s Hage-ratcs , ~n 1:..1,1. CarUS-i\ilson, oPe cit. II 179-
96, c. w. Chalklin, Provinc1a.l TO\ll.'I1.9 pp~ 221-7. ' 
average expenditure on a public building probably trebled between the 
seventeenth centur,y and the first half of the eighteenth centur,y, 
89 
doubled between the first and second halves of the eighteenth century" 
and doubled again between the second hal! of the eighteenth century 
and the years 1800-40. Thus the average real expenditure on a building 
grew about S-12 times between 1600 and 1S40. 
This increase in real expend! ture resulted from a combination of the 
increased size ani quail ty of the buildings. . As the foregoing. 
description showed, most tyPes or building erected 'arter the middle or 
the eighteenth centur,y seem to have been larger than their predecessors 
and accommodated increasing numbers of amenities am people. In 
particular, the growth in popularity of multipurpose premises, especially 
after the Napoleonic \\ars, was a strong force for increasing the size of 
.. 
th~ typical building. The plates ~:1.so demonstrate that particularly 
from the later years or the eighteenth c entur,y the buildings provided 
tlere of a higher quality: where finances permitted stone was preferred 
to brick, and, asa later chapter shows, architects were more frequently 
employed to design the buildings. 
The cost or working-class dwellings is a yardstick by \'bich we can 
measure the significance of the increased expendi t~re on public buildin8 
in the later years of our period. Given an average cost or about £40 for 
, . 
a working-class dwelling, the expenditure on a typical public building in 
the second halt or the eighteenth century would have fina~ced the 
~ . ... 
building or about 25 dwellings; whereas by the years 1S00-40, when a 
working-class dwelling cost around £60, the expenditure on a typical 
1 pli;lic building would have financed. about 66 dwellings. 
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The typical expenditure on public buildings varied from type to type • 
. 
Since expenditure data often are only available for a emU sample of 
each type of building comparisons must be regarded w.t th caution • 
. However, Table 11.1 presents estimates of the typical expenditure on 
each of the major types of buildings in the period° 1700-~ $40. Looldng 
at the period as a whole, town halls and court houses came closest to 
representing typical public buildings since the typical expenditure on 
them was reasonably close to overall average expenditure throughout 
the period. Anglican churches were the recipients of easily the 
largest expenditures for most of the period, arxl even between 1800 and 
1840 they were just narrowly pushed into third place by markets and 
corn exchanges. Meanwhile, prisons, schools, and almshouses were at 
the lower end of the expenditure scale. 
These generalizations require some quallfication. In the first half of 
" 
the eighteenth century, \-hen most buildings were small by the standards 
of the last forty years of our period, expenditure on churches and cloth 
halls was well above average expenditure at c. £),000 and c. £1,000 
respectively; these apart, however, there was little di~parity between 
the expenditures on the other types of building: toW'} halls, court 
houses, almshouses, workhouses, schools, and chapels all tended to be 
built for around £300-400. Perhaps only local gaols and market crosses 
were built for significantly smaller amounts. 
1. Cost or working-class dwellings are given in C. W. Chalklin, op. cit. 
p. 22.4 and oJ. Parry Lewis. 3ulldina Cycles and Sri tain' s Gro'v\rth (1965), pp. 41, 10). 
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'l'able 11.1 
Estimated Typical ExPenditure on Buildings b~ TlEe 
17.00-1 S!±O* 
(£) 
. Building Type 17.00-!±9 1750-99 1S00-40 
Town Halls/Court Houses 350 1,000? 6,000 
Prisons 100 1,000 
, 
500* Almshouses 500 1,000 
Workhouses 300 5,000 
Infirmaries/Dispensaries 4,500* 4,000 
. Schools 300 500 1,000 
.' Libraries 6 000* , 
Hechanics I Insti tutes/ 
Philosophical Halls 
-
3,000 
Shambles 1,000 
Cloth Halls 1,000 4,000 
Yarkets/Corn Exchanges 
- -
12,000 
Assembly Rooms 2,000 5,000 
Theatres . ,1,000 3,000 
. Churches 3,000+ 9,000 10,ooq 
Chapels , 400* 1,000 3,000 
Multipurpose Buildings 
- -
6,000 
Average Expenditure 500, 1,000 4,000 
Source: The gazetteer 
* In some cases, data about expenditure on buildings are so scarce that 
it is impossible to make an estimated typical expenditure. wnere the 
expendi ture shown is that on only one building in a category, the 
figure is asterisked if the building is thought to have been unusually 
large or lavish. 
This bunching is also. apparent ~n the second hal! ot the eighteenth 
century: the highest typical expenditures again were made on 
churches and cloth mlls, being nine and tour times the average 
respectively; and next came infirmaries and assembly roorr.s, but as 
betore there was a tairly broad middle range ot buildings consisting 
ot town halls and court houses, theatres, chapels, and shambles, the 
typical expenditure on aU" ot which was about £1,000. The lower end 
ot the expenditure scale was occupied by prisons, almshouses, aoo 
schools built tor between £100 and £500. 
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In the last torty years ot our period, as we hav~ already noted, the 
highest typical expenditures were made on markets and corn exchanges, 
and churches came close behind: at £12,000 and £10,000 respectively 
they were three and two and a halt times average expenditure. Next 
came town halls, court houses, and. multipurpose buildings in the 
i 
£6~OOO region, and. then in a broad middle range of £3-5,000 there 
were workhouses, assembly rooms, philosophical halls, mechinics I 
insti tutes, infirmaries, dispensaries, theatres, and chapels. As 
betore, the end of the typical expenditure scale, at around £1,000, was 
occupied by prisons, almshouses, and schools. 
It must be emphasized that the figures juSt presented are estimates ot 
~he expenditures, for particularly after 1750, in most categories of 
building there were buildings whose cost greatly exceeded typical 
expenditure and even overall average expenditure. ~loreover, the 
, . 
ranldng order of the different building-types according to typical 
expendi ture would be contradicted by ranking in order ot the single 
most expensive buildings in each category." This is demonstrated by 
Table 11.2 which shows the most expensive in each category ot 
'"' 
Table II.2 The Most Expen~ive Public Buildin~s by Type, 1700-1840 
Building T;yte " " 
TO"!-lIl Halls/ct.Ho. 
Prieons 
Alml':houees 
'i,rorkhouses 
1-1edical 
Gram./Char.School 
I:fit ./ranc. School 
Other Schools 
Librarie~· "" 
l:ech./Phi1.Halls 
ShaInbles 
Cloth Halls 
l·:arkets 
Corn EAchanges 
COIrn. Buildings 
Assembly Poems 
Theatres 
Churches 
Chapels 
Eultirurpose 
1700-49 £ 
Doncaster Torm Hall & G.S. 550 
Potter's, Leeds 482 
Bradford Trlorkhouse 360 
Sheffield Charity School 275 
1750-99 £ 
l'IT.R. House of Correction 3,000 
l'latIdnson' s, Pontefract 485 
Shp.ffield Gen.lnfirmar,y 18,000 
Sheffield Girls'Ch~r.Sch. 1,500 
Sleffield Shambles & 
Yarket Place 
11,000 
Leeds ltbite Cloth Hall 
t·lakefield Uarket Cross 
1,000 Halifax Piece" Hall 12,000 " 
173 
Doncaster ¥~nsion House 
Holy Trinity, teeds 
Bradford Unitarian 
100 + Rotherham Na.rket House 
8,000 Leeds As~embly Rooms-
Doncaster Theatre 
4,500 
340 
St.· Paul'~, Leeds 
Square Chapel, Ha.lifax 
Sheffie'd A~~embly P.oo~~ 
& Theat:re 
2,500 
1,500 
"10,000 
2,,000 
3,CCO 
f.cu~cp.: The razetteer. 
1800-40 
Leeds Court House 
~~R. Hou~e of Correction 
Shrewsbur,r, Sheffield 
Halifax Union vlorkhouse 
W.R. Lunatic A7"lum 
Sheffield Boys' Char.~h. 
£ 
c.lO,OOO 
28,000 
10,000 
10,000 
40,000 
3,000 
Leeds Lanc. School 2,000 
Sheffield Proprietary School 20,000 
Leeds Library 
Leeds Phi10~ophica1 Hall 
Leeds Bazaar & Shambles 
teeds Centra.l l-1arket 
teeds Corn Exchange 
Leeds Commercial Buildings 
Hakefield Public Rooms 
, 
Sheffield Circus & Theatre 
Leeds Pari~h Church 
Queen Street, Leeds 
Bradford Exch':mge Buildings 
6,000 
6,oCO 
12,000 
24,800 
12,500 
28,000 
4,600 
"6,000 -
30,000 
8,oeO 
7,000 
~ 
Vol 
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buildings in the }:eriod 1700-H~40. In the first half of the eighteenth 
century, though the largest typical expenditures were on churches and 
cloth ha~ls, the most ~ensive building was Doncaster V~sion House. 
Likewise, in the second half of the eighteenth century, though the 
-largest typical expenditures again were on churches and cloth halls, 
the most costly building was Sheffield General Infirmary-. Finally, 
in the last forty years of our period, when the highest typical 
expendi tures were on markets and corn exchanges, easily the most 
expensive building erected was the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum. 
_ The table presents other outstanding examples or high expenditures: 
_ of these the \'Jest Riding ~ouse of Correction, the Shrewsbury Alms-
houses, Halifax Union Workhouse, Sheffield Wesleyan Proprietary- School, 
Leeds Bazaar and Shambles, and Leeds Commercial Buildings are 
particularly notable because the money spent on themrar exceeded 
w~t was typical for buildings of ~?eir general type • 
. 
Bl making estimates or the amounts expended on buildings for which no 
expenditure data is available, it has been possible to estimate the 
total expenditure on public buildings in the twelve towns in the lears 
1700-1840. As Table II.3 shows that this expenditure was in excess or 
£1 t million. This total can be broken down to show the total amounts 
expended on each category or public buildings. The figures, in conjunc-
tion with the details or the numbers of buildings provided presented in 
Chapter I, permit an assessment or the relative contribution of each 
category of buildings to the overall provision of public buildings. 
~ 
The relative contributions or each type of building in numerical terms 
are summarized in Table II.4, while their contributions 1n terms or 
expenditure ar.e sho\\'Il 1n Table 11.5. For the main part these tables 
/ 
Table 11.3 
Estimated Total Expenditure on Public Buildings 
in the Twelve Towns, 1700-1840 
95 
Decade Total Expenditure 
(£) 
1700-9 2,SOO 
1710-19 2,500 
1720-29 
\ 
7,300 
1730-39 2,200 
1740-49 9,700 
1750-59 11 ,500 
1760-69 15,000 
1770-79 52,300 
17So-B9 34,300 
1790-99 93,500 
1800-9 55,000 
1810-19 162,500 
1S20-29 436,500 
1S30-40 392,900 
Total 1,27a,ooo 
Source: The gazetteer 
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Table 11.4 
The Public Buildings Provided in the 
Twelve Tor.-ms. 1600-1840 
Buildin ~ Type Nos of new No. N0 1 of Total No. 
amenities ;[!ur;[!ose,,; Eremises of 
built converted buildincr,s 
Town Halls 1 14 14 
Court Houses 9 13 4 17 
. 15- (3) Prisons 2 3 (2) 18 
Public Offices 7 2 7 9 
Almshouses 25 34 4 38 
Workhouses 14 10 10 20 
Vagrancy Offices 3 1 (1) 2 3 
Infirmaries 5 5 1 6 
Dispensaries 12 3 (4) 15 18 
Fever Hospitals 3 .2 1 :3 
Misc. Medical 6 1 5 6 
Baths 7 7 7 
Gra~r Schools 5 9 (2) 4 13 
Charity Schools 18 20 (1) 6(1) 26 
Schools of Industry 8 2 8 10 
National Schools 17 ~ 14 4 18 
. Lancasterian and 
British Schools 10 7- 5 12 
Infant Schools 14 8 (2) 4 12 
Collegiate and 
Proprietary Schools 4 4 4 
Misc. Schools 6 3(1) 2 5 
Theological Colleges :3 2. 1 3 
Philosophical Halls 4 3 1 4 
Mechanics' Institutes 3 1 (1) 1 2 
Libraries 20 3 (9) 18 (1) 21 
. Newsrooms 17 3(11) 11 14 
Market Croeses 4 10 (2) 10 
Shambles 4 4 
~hrket Places (some 
wi th Shambles) e 8 
Contd •• I .. 
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Table 11.4 Contd. 
No. or new No. No. of Total No. 
amenities 12ur:Qose- m:ernises of . built converted buildinr;s 
Cloth Halls 7 10 (1) 
-
10 
Covered Markets " 1 1 1 
" Com Exchanges :3 4 4 
l-lerchants I Exchanges/ 
Commercial Buildings 5 :3 (1) 1 4 
Misc. lfarket Amenities 1 1 1 
Assembly Rooms 8 10,(:n '10 
Theatres 11 9 (1) 4 ~1:3 
Concert Rooms . 4 4(1) 1 . 5 
. Grandstands 6 6 6 
Zoological and 
(:> 
:3 Botanical Gardens :3 :3 
Misc. Social Amenities 3 4 4 
O:idfellows I & Free-
masons I Halls 4 4 
-
4 
T~mperance Hall 1 1 1 
Ariglican Chu,rches 2.9 32. 32. 
Independent Chapels 39 42 4 46 
Quaker Chapels 8 11 :3 14 
Methodist Chapels 72 76 10 86 
Baptist Chapels 14 13 :3 16 
Catholic Chapels 10 11 1 12 
Misc. Chapels 11 5 6 11 
Cemeteries :3 :3 :3 
Miscellaneous 8 9 :3 12 
Total 482 470 (43) 153 (4) 623 
- -
Source: The gazetteer 
Notes 
- Figures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities in multi-
purpose buildinzs. . " 
- The miscellaneous building types are:" :3 barracks (1 temporary), 
2. riding schools, :3 museums (1 temporary), a vestry, a coffee 
house, and two houses for masters of gramrrk1r schools. 
Table 11.5· 
19penditure on Public Buildings in Twelve \'Jest Riding Towns by Type. 1700-1B40 (£) 
Buildin~ Types 1700-4<1 ! 1750-99 ~ 1 B00-40 .! 1700-1840 -! 
Town Halls, Court Houses. 1,200 5 5,500 :3 62,000 . 6 68,700 5 
& Public Offices . 
Prisons 13,500 6 38,000 4- 51,500 4-
Schools & Colleges 1,700 7 9,600 5. 93,700 9 105,000 . 8 
fbilosophical Halls, 
Hechanics' Institutes, 28,300. 3. 28,300 2 
Libraries, Newsrooms 
Yarkets & Commercial Premises 3,100 12 I 50,500 24- 153,900 15 207,500 16 
Y.edical Institutions & Baths 23,500 . 11 90,200 9 113,700 9 
Almshouses, Workhouses, 
& Vagrancy Offices 2,400 10 3,500 2 35,800 3 41,700 3 
Social Amenities 8,200 33 18,100 9 55,700 5 82,000 6 
Anglican Places of Worship 5,600 23 37,400 ,18 218,300 21 261,300 21 (" 
Non-Anglican Places of 
223,100 260,200 21 ~:orship 2,400 10 34,700 17 21 
YJ.scellanrous - 10.500 --2... 4B.000 --L 58,500 -2... 
-
Total 24,600 100 206,800 100 1,047,000 100 1,278',400 100 
- - - - 'D Q) 
Source: The gazetteer 
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~ay be allowed to speak for themselves, since a drawn out discussion 
of their minor details would. be tedious for the reader. However, their 
major aspects are worthy or comment. 
The most notable fact revealed by the tables is the ovenmelming contri-
bution made bY' places or worship to the overall provision or buildings. 
between 1700 and 1 $40 they accounted for 42 per cent of total expen-
I 
di ture, and between 1600 and 1840 they accounted n1.mlerically for 40 
per cent of all buildings erected. The expenditure was split almost 
( 
equally between Anglican and non-Anglican places of worship, but 
• 
since expenditure on individual Anglican churches was usually much 
higher than that on non-Anglican places of worship, this equality was 
not renected in terms of numbers: in numerical terms Anglican 
churches accounted for approximately 7 per cent of total provision, 
while non-Anglican places of worship accounted for 33 per cent. 
I . 
. 
The second largest contributor to overall expenditure was markets and 
commercial premises, which accounted for 16 per cent of the total in 
the period 17~1840. In numerical terms over the whole period studied 
these buildings accoun~ed for approximatelY 9 per cent of all purpose-
built premises; this sIMller figure reflects the well above average 
expendi ture on typical buildings of this type. 
The third largest contributor was medical institutions and baths 
accounting for 9 percent of total expenditure; a particularly notable 
) 
contribution since their provision did not begin until 1767. Again the 
high expenditure on individual bui~ngs within this category was of 
crucial importance to their relatively high share of total expenditure 
. . . 
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for over the period 1600-1840 they accounted numerically for only 2 per 
cent of all buildings erected and 5 per cent of all buildings provided 
if converted buildings ~re included. 
The fourth highest contribution in tenns of expenditure was made by 
schools and colleges which accounted for B per cent of total expenditure 
in the period 1700-1840. However, the typica1 expenditure on these 
buildings tended to be below the average for public buildings, and in 
numerical terms they constituted 14 per cent of public building 
provision. 
Closely allied to schools and colleges in the educational sphere were 
philosophical halls, mechanics' institutes, llbraries, and newsrooms. 
These buildings accounted for a further 2 per cent of expenditure on 
~llc buildings, and brought the c,ontribution of buildings associated 
with the spread of knowledge to 10 per cent. Numerically, these 
. . 
buildings accounted for a mere 2 per cent of purpose-built premises, but 
when converted premises are included they accounted for 6 per cent of 
total provisions. 
The remaining categories of buildings each accounted for 3-6 per cent of 
overall expenditure. The most significant contribution was made by tOWl 
halls, court houses, public offices, and prisons, which, if taken 
together as buildings associated with public administration and mainten-
. ance of law and order, accounted for 9 per cent of overall expenditure. 
Indeed, in numerical terms they also accounted for just over 9 per cent 
of buildings erected between 1600 and 1B40. 
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Social amenities formed the next most important of the categories of 
buildings maldng smaller contributions to overall expenditure: in all, 
they acc~unted for appr~ximately' 6 per cent ot expenditure. The 
category's contribution of 33 per cent to total expenditure in the first 
halt of the eighteenth century must be regarded as a freak result, since 
the bulk ot the expenditure consisted ot the £8,000 spent on Doncaster 
Mansion House. 
Almshouses, workhouses, and vagrancy otfices contributed 3 per cent to 
overall expendi t~e, while accounting tor over 9 per cent in numerical 
terms of buildings erected between 1600 and 1 a40. The disparitY' between 
these figures reflects the tact that almshouses were ot much lesser 
importance in the period covered bY' the expenditure figures than they 
had been in the seventeenth century. Also it is likely that the 
e.JCI7el".di ture figures understate the amounts eXpended on workhouses: for 
several of the buildings must have been extensively' enlarged. during our 
period, although little detailed evidence on the subject is available. 
Finally, approximately 5 per cent ot total expenditure was contributed by 
a small number ot miscellaneous buildings: primarily' barracks and 
cemeteries. 
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Having surveyed the provision of public buildings as a' group and by 
., , 
category for the twelve towns as a whole, this survey concludes by 
comparing the provision of buildings in each of the towns. Attention 
is given principally to the extent and intensity of provision in each 
to~, and to notable differences in the types ot buildings provided. 
First of all, it is clear that there were great disparities between the 
numbers of bui~ngs provided in each town between ,1600 and 1840: as 
Table 11.6 shows, while Leeds and Sheffield each contributed about 20 
per cent of the total; v:akefield, Bradford, and Halifax contributed 
9-10 per cent each; 'Doncaster, Huddersfield and Pontefract 6-7 per 
cent each; and Rotherham, Ripon, Knaresborough, and Barnsley approxi-
mately 3-4 per cent each. 
I 
In terms of the total expenditure bet\\'een 1700 and 1840 there were even 
, greater disparities between individual town's contributions. Their 
respecti ve shares, shown in Table 11.7 were Leeds 28 per cent; Sheffield 
22 per cent; Wakefield and Bradford 10-12 per cent; Halifax and Hudders-
field 7-S per cent: and Doncaster, Barnsley, Rotherham, Ripon, . 
Pontefract and Knaresborough 1-4 per cent. 
Generally, the larger a town was, the more buildings it had and the 
greater the expenditure, but there was not an exact proportional 
relationship between provision and town size. As Table 11.8 shows, the 
larger towns, despite their more substantial contribution to overall 
provision of buildings, tended to erect fewer buildings per head of 
Table 11.6 
The Number of Public Buildings Provided in 
Each of the Twelve TO\'.'1'15. 1600-1840 
Nos of new Nos N0 1 of Total No. 
~ amenities 12u-:l2°se- 12remises of buildin~9 
built converted 12rovided 
Leeds 105 96 3$ 134 
Sheffield S6 95 21 116 
Wakefield 42- 39 23 62 
Bradford 45 47 $ 55 
Halifax 41 41 12 53 
Doncaster 33 27 14 41 
Huddersfield 34 28 .10 3S 
I 
--Pontetract 27 29 S 37 
Rotherham 15 17 7 24-
Ripon 19 18 6 24-
Knaresborough 16 14 6 20 
. BamsleY' 19 19 
-
19 
• 
470 153 623 
Source: The gazetteer 
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U!: 
total 
21 
1S 
10 
9 
9 
7 
6 
6 
4 
4 
3 
3 
100 
-
104, 
Table 11.7 
Total Expenditure on Public Buildines in Th.ch 
of the Twelve Towns. 1700-1840, 
Leeds 
, 
Sherfield 
" Wakefield 
Bradford 
Halifax 
Huidersfield 
Doncaster 
Bamslej" 
Rotherham 
Ripon 
, Pontefract 
Knaresborough 
Total 
Total exnenditure 
on buildings 
(£) 
355,193 
200,600 
150,794-
129,593 
95,972 
94,278 
56,079 .. 
34,133 
29,768 
27,180 
13,726 
10,800 
1,278,124 
Source: The gazetteer 
% of overall 
total 
2$ 
22 
12 
10 
8 
7 
4 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
100 
-
'" 
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T.;;.ble 11.8 
Numbers Provided and Expenditure on Public 
Buildin~s in Each of the Twelve Towns per 
Head of Population in 1e41 
P012ulation No. of buildin~s Erovided Expenditure on 
in ~r thousand of buildin~sl 1200-
1841 18lk1 population 1SliO 12er head of 18li1 12012ulation 
1600-1840 1700-1840 (£) 
Leeds 88,741 1.5 1.4 4.0 
.' Sheffield 68,186 1.7 1.6 4.1 
Bradford 34,560 1.6 1.5 3.7 
Huidersfield 25,068 1.6 1.4 3.8 
Halifax 19,881 2.6 2.'3 4.8 
I . 
Wakefield 14,754 -4.2 3.8 10.2 
Bamsley 12,310 4.1, 1.4 2.8 
Doncaster 10,455 3.9 3.9 5.4 
Rotherham 5,505 4.4 4.2 5.4 
, Ripon 5,461 4.4 ' 3.1 5.0 
Knaresborough 4,678 4.3 3.9 2.3 
Pontetract 4,669 7.9 6.4 2.9 
-
Average 4.3 
Sources: Table 1.2 and the gazetteer 
population than the smaller towns. Thus, the textile and metalware 
towns - those commercial and industrial centres, which had populations 
of over 12,000 in 1841 - were provided with around 1 ~ 5 buildings per 
- . 
head over the period 1700-1840, while the smaller towns - market centres 
with occasional pockets of industry - were provided with around 3-4 
buildings per head. The only really significant exception to this 
generalization was ¥\'akefield which because of its role as "county town" 
had a much higher per capita provision of buildings than would have 
been predicted under normal circumstances. 
Although· fewer buildings were provided per head in the large towns than 
-
in the small towns, the buildings erected in the larger towns had a 
considerably higher average cost than those in smaller towns. Table 
II~9, which lists the twelve to.....ns in order of population size, shows 
that average expenditure ranged fran about £4,300 in Leeds and £3,100 
. 
in Sheffield ,to £600-800 in Knaresborough and Pontefra'ct. Although 
these large disparities must be regarded with some caution, since the 
estimates of expenditure on some buildings took tm'>'Il size into account, 
they are borne out by the overwhelming body of evidence collected. 
The result of this inverse r ela tionship between the numbers of 
buildings provided per head and the average expenditure per building 
was that the sums expended on buildings per head of population did not 
differ to a very significant extent from town to town: as Table II .8 
shows, while the average expenditure per head for the twelve to\-.rrlS was 
, . ~ 
£4.3, the expenditures per head in the five largest towns in 1841, 
Leeds, Sheffield, Bradford, Huddersfield and Halifax were £3.7-4.8, and 
those ~n the smaller towns were Doncaster and Rotherham £5.0-5.4 and 
Table 11.9 
~ 
Leeds 
Sheffield 
Bradford 
Huddersfield 
Halifax 
Wakefield 
Bamsley 
Doncaster 
Rotherham 
Ripon 
Knaresborough 
Pontefract 
The Average Expenditure on the Public Buildings 
Erected in Each of the Twelve Towns I 1700 - 1 e40 
Average ~nditure 
on buildin~s (£) 
4,279 
3,118 
2,800 
3,491 
, . 
2,665 
4,075 
2,000 
2,077 
1,860 
~,265 
771 
623 
Source: The gazetteer 
Note: These averages must be regarded with care, since they are 
partly derived from estimates of expenditure which assume 
that expenditure on buildings ms related to town-size. 
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Barnsley, Knaresborough, and Pontefract £2.3-2.9. The differences 
between the smaller towns' expenditure and the norm is not of major 
. importance, because given the small size of their total expenditure 
the erection of one substantial building (or lack of it) affected the 
size of their expenditure per head very considerably. Only ~;akefield 
had a per, capita expend! ture which differed significantly from the 
average, and once again i t ~s its county buildings which were 
responsible. 
Turning to the types of building provided in each tOW'l, it is evident 
that all the towns had a basic minimum stock of' public buildings, which 
by 1$40 usually included a town hall or court house, a prison, several 
schools, a library, a newsroom, a market place and shambles, an 
inf'irmary or dispensary, a workhouse, some almshouses, an assembly 
room (perhaps in a multipurpose building), a theatre, and several 
. 
. , 
places of' worship. The ed.stence of' this minimum stock of' amenities 
perhaps 'explains why the small towns had a higher rate of provision of 
" buildings per head than the large towns, i.e. they reaped no economies 
of scale. 
However, looldng beyond the minimum stock of' amenities and remembering 
that in general the large towns had buildings of greater size and 
quality than smaller towns, it is clear that the most significant 
differences from town to town occurred 1n the intensity of provision 
_ of' particular building types and in the provision of' comp3.ratively' 
unusual types of building. No variations worthy' of' note here occurred 
1n the seventeenth century, so attention is concentrated on the period 
1700-1$40. 
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The expenditure on each catego~~· of buildings, the proportion they 
contributed to total expenditure, and the money experrled per head on 
them in .each of the twelve towns for the period 1700-1840 are shown in 
Tables II. 10-12. Only the most significant aspects ot these tables 
are to be discussed, since minor details can be clarified by reference 
to the gazetteer or the text ot the thesis in general. 
Overall, these tables demonstrate the great importance in relative 
terms ot the minimum stock ot public· buildings in the smaller towns. 
Looking, tor example, at Rotherham, Ripon, Pontefract, Knare sbo rough , 
. . 
and even Bamsley, buildings such as town halls and court houses, 
schools, and places ot worship took a relatively high percentage ot 
total expenditure when compared to some of the larger tOW'ls. In more 
specific terms, the tables demonstrate that tor most categories ot 
buildings the provisions in some tm-ms were more outstanding than in 
others. With regard to the provision of town halls, court houses, and 
public offices, no towns were p;lrticularly outstanding, although as we 
have seen, this category of buildings took much larger percentages or 
total spending in the smll towns than in the large ones. However, 
wi th respect to the provision or prisons, Waketield easily surpassed other 
towns. The expenditure on the West Riding House ot Correction occupied 
almost one-third of the expenditure on buildings in the town, and took 
the lion's share of expenditure on prisons in the twelve towns as a 
whole. It is worth noting that the absence or expenditure on prisons 
for particular towns does not indicate that no expenditure was made: 
) 
several prisons were incorporated in town halls and court houses and the 
expenditure is inclu:ied under that ·heading (this proviso also applies to 
other categories or building, where amenities ma1 have been incorporated 
into multipurpose premises). 
. 
Table 11.10 
Bvtld l ;J3 TC1~ 
lOW" /la/Is, Ccu,-f #c~s(!'s 
~ />".J./,c ofF,~s 
PnsoAs 
Sc 1.00 Is Ie Co!/~~s 
Pl.;!. HCt/~s, l'1uJ.a.~s L~, 
L.,J.r4'7t"'$ ~ A/e~,_..,s 
MOt. rice /"'0 ~. Cc""1""€/'c~1 ?~,se$ 
M~d{c4l I".J!,/../7 ... s 
Ie '6e.!-ts 
h-~~/u;> .. s~s, h/t:'rJ;'_s~' 
J,. Vc. fj"e,-'Cll Df/iCf!.$ 
St:;Cl4/ /)"'(!,p~/lf!'s 
,/;t;f1 tCCi4 p/qc f! 50 
or., J,/f}rslr,~ .. 
t.h", - /?(J/~ ,P/act!'S 
cf. J..I(1/'St.,P 
1/, sc e/A .. 'o~.s 
r;tA.t 
. 
Source: The gazetteer 
The Expenditure on the Different Categories of Publie Buildings 'in Eaeh of the Twelve Towns. 1700-1.$40 
I·eeds Shef- ar.'lkc- Brad- Halifax Hudd's Don-field field ford field c.''1<;"ter 
11,219 16,701 5,300 7,731 , 3,500 4,000 280 
- -
47,172 300 - - 2,681 
.. '7,995 43,827 9,100 15,300 1,600 9,304 2,050 
.' 13,450 1,000 - 2,665 2,500 3,150 3,000 
100,150 33,600 16,494 17,000 19,250 2,500 550 
18,224 28,697 40,000 5,050 9,500 9,518 2,660 
2,682 15,330 2,000 360 10,600 
-
5,402 
9,000 27,030 9,300 7,000 5,000 - 21,289 
84,850 49,664 12,428' 25,200 13,122 36,306 10,000 
67,800 47,259 9,000 44,587 27,400 29,500 8,167 
31',823 17,500 - 4,400 3,500 - -
355,193 280,608 150,794 129,593 95,972 94,278 56,079 
Barn- Rother- Ripon :""lpv hqjn 
1,300 5,300 5,500 
- -
1 000 , 
2,000 8,721 680 
- -
2,500 
1,500 7,588 500 
-
.-
-
90 3,988 -
1 ,400 
-
1 ,000 
17,743 
-
12,000 
9,000 4,171 4,000 
'1,100 
- -
3~,133 29,768 27,180 
Ponte- Km.res· 
fr"!ct borouP'h 
5,000 2,800 
-
350 
2,375 2,000 
- -
96 250 
- -
1,055 200 
1 ,000 
-
- -
4,200 5,200 
- -
13,726 10,800 
Total 
6S,631 
51,503 
104,952 
ZS,265 
207,478 
113,649 
41,707 
82,019 
261,313 
260,284 
58,323 
1,278,124 
.... 
.... 
o 
I 
• 
Table 11.11 
The Percentare Contribution of Each Cntegory of Buildings to Overall Provi~ion 
of Public Bui1dine~ in Each of the Tr.r~lve Tol>."Ils, 1700-1840 
Shef- 1'lake- Brad- " . Hudder~- Don- . Rother-Building Types Lf'ed~ field fipld ford Halifax fi~ld caster Barnsley ham 
To~ Halls, Court Houses 3.15 5.95 3.51 ,.96 3.6) . 4.24 O.~O '3.81 17.80 & Public Office3 
.,. 
Pri~ons 
- -
31.28 0.23' 
- -
4.78 
- -
-
.. 
Schools & Colleges 2.25 15.62 6.03 11.81 1.67 9.87 3.66 5.85 29.30 
ndl.I:al1s,1::echenics· 
In~ts. ,~itraries, l-l'€'",srooillr 3.78 . 0.36 - 2.0) 2.60 3.34 ~.361 - -
l~ketip~ & Ccr~ercia1 30.4;; 11.97 10.94 13.12 . 20.06 2.6:; 0.98 4.39 2).49 Fr<?mi:-es .• 
. -
, l~edica.l Institutions ;:.13 10.23 26.)2 3.90 1 9.90 10.10 4.74 
- -&. Bath~ 
. Al!n:;hou!Jes, Uorkhouses 0.76 5.46 1.34 0.28 11.04 
-
9.63 0.26 13.40 U Va?r~~cy Offices 
Social Amenities 2.53 9.63 6.17 5.40 ).21 
-
37.96 4.10 
-
Ang1ic~ F1ace~ of 23.89 17.70 8.24 19.h4 13.67 38.51 17.83 51.98. 
-~-[.:;;r5hip " 
I . ,,- .. 
! Uon-Anglican PlaCE'S . 
16.84 ,.97 34.41 28.~) 31.29 14.56 26.38 14.01 o~ ~!or.::hip 19.09 
1.:iscel1~Jleous 8.96 6.24 - 3.40 3.65 - - 3.22 -
, . 
.. 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
--
Source: THe gazetteer. 
Fonte-Ripon fract 
20.24 36.43 
3.68 
-
2.,0 17.30 
-
9.20 
-
1.84 0.70 
- -
-
7.69 
3.68 7.28 
44.1$ 
-
14.71 30.60 
- -
100.00 100.00 
Knares-
boroug-h 
25.93 
3.24 
IB.S2 
-
2.31 
-
1.85 
- . 
-
48.1;; 
-
100.00 
..A. 
...A 
...A 
, 
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Table 11.12' 
ExoendituT~ P~r Head of Pouu1ation in 1841 on Each Category of Public 
Buildinf!.~ Providp-d in Foach· of the Twelve T()T'1Il~, 1700-1840 
Building Types leeds She:f- ~'lake- Brad- Halifax HudderD- Don- Barn- Rother- Ripon field field ford field caster sley ham 
T.I.JII 14/1$, COU~ HD"S~S 0.13 0.24 0.36 0.22 0.18 O.lS 0.03 0.11 0.96 1.01 &. P .. llic. o"'c~~ 
Pr-ISDIIS 
- -
3.2 0.01 
- -
0.26 
- -
0.18 
Se4«>ls Ie. C,.II~fJe$ 0.09 0.64 0.62 0.44 0.08 0.37 0.2 0.16 1.58 0.12 
Ph;I.H4./ISIH~s LSlS, 
L,I.,.4"t!:' k 1JtoJS"~S 0.15 0.01 - 0.08 0.13 0.13 0.29 - - 0.46 
H,,"~keh .. o. Ie. 
CD;>'1""~/;'1 PH";se~ 1.22 0.49 1.12 • 0.49 0.97 0.1 0.05 0.12 1.38 0.09 
M~/u.1 .Lstl/"f~s 0.21 0.42 2.71 0.1~ 0.48 0.38 0.25 ~ '"ga/4s - - -
I ;;~sl.".,s's, tJ6rf<l,D"S~S 0.03 0.22 0.14 0.01 0.~3 0.52 0.01 0.72 
&. V4",''''''C1 OK,ee:. - -
Soc..,~ I ,!;!'?eA",t,i-.s 0.10 o.ho ·0.63 0.20 0.25 - 2.04 0.11 - 0.18 
I?yl'c.~ f>/~ts 0.96 0.73 0.84 0.73 0.66 1.4~ 0.95 1.44 - 2.2 
l:' ""Drs. I." 
. 
tk,,- /l"'8'I~" PICfUS . 
cf tftHS I, , i- 0.7S 0.69 0.51 . 1.29 1.38 1.18 0.78 0.73 0.76 0.7.3 
Misc~/Io"~I?~s. 0.36 0.26 - 0.13 0.18 - - 0.09 - -.. 
/t,fa.l :4.00 4.12 10.21 3.75 4.83 3.76 ~.37 2.77 5.41 4.98 
" 
:~ : 
Jp;;r/ !J:.!!!t1!:!C~~ 
_ ""'_'I/I""'~ , ___ ~""iII'fINj,"'bJJiIfIfI+',&,;IJ:,"tI"f'I'.{,f", ... " 
Ponte- Knares- All 
fract borough Tocrns 
1.07 0.6 0.23 
-
0.07 0.18 
0.51 0.L3 0.35 
- -
0.1 
0.02 0.0$ 0.71 
- -
0.39 
0.23 0.04 0.14 
0.21 
-
0.23 
- -
0.89 
0.9 1.1 O.SS 
- -
0.2 
2.93 2.31 4.34 
... ->. 
->. 
f\) 
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With respect to schools and colleges, Sheffield, Wakefield, Bradford, ' 
and Rotherhrun were of particular note. The provision of collegiate 
and proprietary schools and theological colleges in these towr.s 
swelled their total and per capita expenditures on this cateGory 
of buildings to unusually high levels. As we saw earlier, the 
provision of philosophical halls and mechanics' institutes was 
a comparatively rare occurrence, as was the erection of single-
purpose premises for libraries and newsrooms. Hence the major 
significance of the figures in the tables, is not the amount of 
money spent but the f~ct that money was spent at all. The . 
most impressive philosophical hall and library were built at 
Leeds. 
Tables II.Io.-12 clearly demonstrate that Rotherham, Halifax, 
Bradford, W~efield, Sheffield, and above all Leeds were of 
particular note for their markets_and commercial amenities. 
In the eighteenth century all the textile towns were famous in 
the marketing sphere because of their cloth halls, but with the 
decline of cloth hall building and the redevelopment and provision 
of market places, covered markets, corn exchanges, and "commercial 
buildings" in the twelve towns in general between 1800 and 1840, 
some of them came to figure less prominently in this sphere. 
Rotherham, Halifax, and Bradford attained relatively high levels 
,-
of total expenditure and expenditure per head due to the provision 
'of market places and, at the latter two, cloth halls. At the 
same time, Leeds, Sheffield and Wakefield gained even greater 
prominence by the provision of corn exchanges at all three towns. 
market places and commercial buildings at the first two, and cloth 
halls at the first and last. Leeds towered above all the towns 
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for the provision of marketing and commercial premises with an 
expenditure three times the size of its closest rival and representing 
30 per cent of all its provisions. Moreover, it had the highest 
expenditure per head on this ~ategory of buildings. 
The provision of purpose-buil~ medical institutions and public 
baths was dominated by the larger towns, five o~ the smaller towns 
possessing no single-purpose buildings in this category. Owing 
to the erection of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 
Wakefield was the most outstanding town for provisions in this 
sphere. In terms of expenditure, ,Sheffield and Leeds were next 
in rank mainly because of their infirmaries and public baths. 
Although the 'tables show Sheffield ahead of Leeds in expenditure 
and the other measures, there was probably not a significant 
difference between their activities since the Leeds expenditure 
~oes not take account of extensions to its infirmary. 
. . 
With respect to the provision of almshouses, workhouses, and 
vagrancy offices, Halifax, Doncaster, and Rotherham were prominent 
in terms of expenditure, both total and per head, and in percentage 
contributions because of their union workhouses. Overall, however, 
Sheffield had the highest expenditure principally because of costly 
rebuilding of the Shrewspury Almshouses in the 1820's. Although 
not of great significance in building terms, Leeds, Bradford, and 
Doncaster ,were distinguished as the only towns to possess vagrancy 
offices by 1840. 
For the provision of social amenities, towns such as Huddersfield, 
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Rotherham, and Knaresborough were of no distinction, relying entirely 
on the use of converted premises or facilities in multipurpose 
buildings. Of the other towns Sheffield, Wakefield, and Doncaster 
were of particular note. Sheffield with its lavish theatre and 
assembly rooms, its music hall, circuses, and botanical garde~s 
was the largest contributor to total expenditure on social amenities. 
On the other hand, in terms of expenditure per head, it was over-
shadowed by Wakefield and above all Doncaster. The relatively 
high per capita expenditure at Wakefield, involving the provision 
of a theatre, assembly rooms, and zoological gardens perhaps. was 
another result of its role as "county tow". At Doncaster the 
principal public buildings were social amenities. Thirty-nine . 
per cent of the expenditure on the town's public buildings was 
devoted to them, a percentage four times greater than that in 
any other town. Thus the provision of its Mansion House, 
:theatre, grandstands, betting rooms, and other race course 
facilities was a major contribution to Doncaster's character as 
a ~cial centre which was noted in Chapter I. 
The provision of places of worship differed very little from town 
to town. In virtually all towns they took easily the greatest 
share of the total expenditure on all different types of buildings, 
and the per capita expe~diture on them showed little significant 
variation. In general, expenditure per head on Anglican places 
of worship was about 18 shillings and that on non-Anglican was 
about 16 shillings. The variations in per capita expenditure on 
Anglican churches were merely the result of the absence or erection 
of an additional church in the smaller towns. However, the 
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relatively high per capita expenditures on non-Anglican places of 
worship in Halifax, Bradford, and Huddersfield perhaps do reflect 
an unusually high provision of these buildings. 
, , 
Finally, with respect to the group of miscellaneous buildings, 
Leeds and Sheffield were outstanding because they were provided 
with barracks, at considerable cost, and private cemeteries. 
Bradford, Halifax, and Barnsley also were unusual because between 
them they possessed a cemetery, two oddfellows halls, and a 
temperance hall • 
. I 
The survey of the provision of public buildings in the twelve towns 
is now complete. The remaining part of this study examines the 
sources of finance for the buildings and the motives and factors 
which influenced their provision. In addition, it describes 
~he organizational activity involved in the projection and 
erection of a ~uilding. 
CHAPTER III 
THE PROVISION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS BY 
THE PUBLIC S:mTOR 
The third and last duty of the sovereign or commonwealth 
is that of erecting and maintaining those public insti-
tutions and those, public works, which, though they may 
be in the highest degree advantageous to a great society, 
are, however, of such a nat~re, that the profit could -
never repay the expence to any ·individual or small 
number of individuals, and which it therefore cannot be. 
expected that any individual or small number of 
individuals should erect or maintain •••• After the 
public institutions and public works necessary for the 
defence of the society, and for the administration of 
justice, the other works and institutions of this kind 
are chiefly those for promoting the commerce of the 
society, and those for promoting the instruction of 
people. 
Adam Smith, The \,lealth of Nations (1776}1 
I 
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The public sector or "commonwealth" financed the erection of Clany 
public buildings in the West Riding bet~een 1600 and 1840. 
Buildings were provided by the whole range of governmental bodies: 
Parliament at national level; the ma·~stracy at county level; 
and corporations, improvement commissions, and vestries at town 
and parish level. They were also provided by charitable trusts, 
i.e. public bodies which, although having no powers of government, 
1. .A. Smith, The Wealth of Nations (1776), Book V, chapter 1, 
part 3. 
! 
, . 
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were endowed with funds and property to be administered for public 
purposes. It is impossible to calculate with any accuracy the 
sector's contribution to the provision of public buildings in 
the seventeenth century, but the 'data suggest that one-fifth of 
all the buildings erected were financed from the public purse. 1 
Better data permit more precise estimates for the period, 1700-1840. 
Table 111.1 shows that the buildings erected by the sector alone 
accounted for approximately a quarter of total expenditure on 
public buildings, and those it financed.in conjunction with the 
private sector a further 5 per cent. In other words, the public 
sector provided either the whole, or at least part, of the finance 
for approximately one-third of all public buildings when measured 
in terms of cost. 
These overall figures conceal two highly significant aspects of the 
public sector's expenditure. Firstly, there were considerable 
decennial variations in the proportion of total expenditure 
, coRtributed by the public sector; in several decades its contri-
bution was only about 10 per cent, whereas in the 1740's it was 
87 per cent, and in the first three decades of the nineteenth 
century it ranged between 23 and 46 per cent. Secondly, as 
Table 111.2 shows, there were notable differences from town to town 
in the proportion of total expenditure on public buildings coming 
from the public sector. For example, its expenditure amounted to 
over 50 per cent of the total in Wakefield and Doncaster, whereas 
in Ripon and Bradford it was less than 5 per cent. 
1. ,Estimated from data presented in the gazetteer. 
'. 
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Table III.1 
Estimated Public Sector ExEenditure on Public Bui1din~52 
1700-1840 • 
(a) (b) . 
Decade ExEenditure As a Cost of As a (a) 
on buildinl?;is Eercen taEje . buildings Eercen tae;e . 
financed of total, financed of total 
indeEendent1:l eXEenditure ~ointl:l eXEenditure 
with 
Erivate 
sector 
(£) (%) (£) (%) 
1700-9 770 28 
1710-19 .285 11 
1720-29 864 12 
1730-39 960 43 200 9 
1740-49 8,440 87 
-
1750-59 550 5 
1760-69 3,943 26 
-
1770-79 5,431 11 1,450 2 
1780-89 5,453 16 100 ' 1 
1790-99 '17,160 18 600 1 
1800-9 
~ 
12,922 23 1,600 3 
1810-19 75,776' 47 5,150 3 
1820-29 145,890 33 25,033 6 
1830-40 41,541 13 55,206 14 
Totals & 
Averages 329,215 25 90,109 5 
-
Source: The gazetteer., . 
• As in all tables, percentages have been rounded and "_" indicates 
zero expenditure. 
+ (b) 
(%) 
28 
11 
12 
52 
87 
5 
26 
13 
17 
;1.9 
26 
50' 
39 
27 
30 
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Table 111.2 
Estimated Public Sector Expenditure on Public Buildings 
in the Twelve West Ridine; Towns, 1700-1840 . 
(a) (b) 
Town Ex;Eenditure As a ;Eercen- Cost of As a Eer- (a) + (b) 
on buildin~s tage of buildings centaGe 
financed total expen- financed of total 
• indeEen- diture on ~ointl;! expendi-
dentl;! buildinfis with ture on 
in town Erivate buildinE;s 
sector in town 
(r.) (%) (r.) (%) (%) 
Wakefield i 92,472 61 550 1 62 
Barnsley 17,833 52 2,800 8 60 
Doncaster 28,762 51 4,050 7 59 
Pontefract 5,390 40 1,675 12 52 
Knaresborough 3,250 30 500 5 35 
Sheffield 72,852 ··26 11,203 4 30 
Leeds 72,428 20 25,878 7 27 
Ro~herham 5,982 20 8,200 27 47 
Halifax 13,600 14 11,722 12 26 
Huddersfield 13,306< 14 
~ 
9,000 10 24 
Ripon 1,180 4 4,500 17 21 
• 
Bradford 2,160 2 10,031 8 10 
Totals and - -
Averages 329,215 28 90,109 10 38 
Source: The gazettee~. 
'. 
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Before we proceed in our examination of the activities of the public 
sector, a more detailed description of the twelve towns' pUblic 
bodies will prove helpful; while all the towns were affected by 
the activities of Parliament and the county magistrates, there was 
a considerable diversity in the public bodies existing at the local 
level. 1 Table 111.3 compares the composition of public bodies in 
the twelve urban centres. All the towns had vestries which 
administered parochial affairs such as poor relief. However, 
there were important differences associated with corporations and 
charitable trusts. Leeds, Pontefract, Doncaster and Ripon had 
municipal corporations with varying powers of local government; 
and Sheffield, although not a borough, had a Cutlers' Corporation 
or Company, which regulated the manufacture of metal and metalwares 
in the town.' Almost all towns had charitable trusts, but there 
were differences in the number of trusts which each town possessed" 
~d in the functions and wealth of the trusts 'themselves. All 
the princip~ t~usts which provided or maintained public buildings 
arEf1.isted in the table. Finally, Leeds, Wakefield, and Bradford 
possessed improvement commissions which also financed public 
buildings. 
, . 
II 
Having viewed briefly the overall picture of public sector provision 
of public buildines, and described the variations which existed in 
.... " 
the types of public bodies which existed at the local level, we can 
1. Borough magistrates administered judicial affairs within.the 
municipal boroughs but the county magistrates held county 
quarter sessions in the boroughs as they did in other towns. 
Table ilr.) 
TOTm 
Leeds. 
Sterfield 
vlakefield 
. Pontefract 
. Doncaster 
Ripon 
Lnaref>borough. 
Rotherham 
Halifax 
• 
.The Compo~ition of Public Bodie~ in the Tt{e1ve West Riding Towns, 1600- 1840 
Corporation \ 
}fumicipal Corporation Vestry ". 
Cutlers' Corporation Vestry 
Vestry· 
}bnicipal Corporation Vestry 
~iunicipal Corporation Vestry 
l·funicipal Corporation Vestry 
Vestry 
Vestry 
Vestry 
Improvement Commission 
Improvement Commission 
Principal Trusts 
Pious Uses Committee 
Harrison's Charities 
Free Grammar School 
Town Burgesses (or To't..m. Trust) 
Church Burgesses 
Free Grammar School 
Duke of Norfolk's'Hospital 
Grammar School 
Charity School 
Hornes' A11nshouses 
Grammar School 
Charity School 
numerous AlmshoID es .. administered 
by Corpora tion 
Grannnar School 
St. Thomas's Hospital 
Grammar School ) administered 
Several Almshouqes) by Corporation 
Gra.ITJn1.ar School 
Feoffees of the Conmon Land~ 
Waterhouse's Q1arities 
Free Grammar School 
contd. 
~ 
N 
N 
Table III.3 (contd.) 
TO"'..m 
-
Corporation Princir~l Trusts 
Huddersfield v~s~ 
Barnsley vestry School 
Bradford Vestry. Improvement Commission Free G~~~r School 
Sourc~: Rpports of Cor.mi~sionp-rs for Endowed Cha.rities (Ene1and Md l,ra1e~) (P.P. 1894-99) - see the 
bibliography 1'or specific references for each town; Gene!"al information about the tOl-mS 
. given in 11. !·l1ite, 1837 D; Information in gen~al works on each tOim - .see the bibliography • 
.... 
. ..... 
I\) 
VI 
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make a chronological survey of the types of buildings financed by 
this sector, and assess the relative financial contribution made 
. " 
by the different types of public body • 
. , 
During the seventeenth century no public buildings in the twelve 
towns w~~~~~~~~iam~JJ.t; the small number of buildings 
erected by the public sector were financed by the County and local 
bodies. The activities of the county magistracy were very limited 
but were of considerable significance for future levels of public 
expenditure. The West Riding House of Correction established at 
Wakefield in 1597 was financed by the magistrates, and in the 
seventeenth century they obtained new premises for it and took 
full responsibility for their maintenance and repair. However, 
this apart, their only other expenditure on public buildings was 
a small grant towards the rebuilding of Pontefract Town Hall in 
:1657. 
Th~expenditure of local public bodies was also very limited in this 
century. Ripon Corporation built a town hall in 1611, Sheffield's 
Cutlers' Company built a guild hall in 1638, and probably Pontefract 
Corporation helped to finance the erection of the town hall in 1657,1 
but otherwise the corporations merely maintained premises, such as 
prisons, which they had erected in earlier years. Parish vestries 
were even less active: the workhouses established in several towns 
were maintained from parish funds but the only known source of 
1. AlthouGh the latter cannot be proved, it seems probable 
because the Corporation financed the 1785 town hall in 
conjunction with the county. 
• 
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finance for the actual buildings was private funds occasionally 
assisted by grants from charitable trusts. Meanwhile, charitable 
trusts were almost totally inactive; the only example of the 
erection of a new building by a trust being St. Nicholas's 
Hospital at Pontefract ~hich was rebuilt c.1673, but even this work 
was assisted by donations from private individuals. 
After 1700 the data relating to public buildings improve considerably 
in quality and it is possible not only to survey the buildings 
provided by the public sector, but also to estimate the overall 
financial contribution made by the different branches of the sector 
to buildings in general. 
As Table 111.4 shows, in the first half of the eighteenth century 
all public expenditure on buildings was made by local bodies; no 
b~ildings were financed either byParli~~ent or the county magistrates 
~undoubtedly, t~e County paid out small sums for the maintenance of 
the~ouse of Correction at ~~efield and the court house at Pontefract, 
but it did not finance the erection of any new buildings). Although 
I&~. 
75 per cent of finance came from corporations, the bulk of this 
expenditure was Doncaster Corporation's exceptionally large outlay 
of £8,000 on building its Mansion House, 1744-8. If the latter 
were excluded from the f~gures, the sums contributed from local 
rates, charitable trusts, and corporations in this period would 
have been very similar. The local bodies spent money on town halls, 
workhouses, almshouses, and, in one case, a school.' In Sheffield, 
the Town Trust, with some private assistance, financed the town 
hall, and the Cutlers' Corporation built the Cutlers' Hall; at 
Table 111.4 
p".,./,.",e"fo 
It 
Pe,.~.J A:.,."G~b /. ~, .... feS~ 7. 
'l 
,iellit'; 
'l 
17C0-4~ 
- -
1750-99 10,800 31 -
• 
, 
, 
Estimated Contribution made by Different Types of Public Bogr to the 
Total Public 3~ctor Ex-p~nditure on Public Buildings, l700-18tiO '* 
\ 
Loc.1 Rafe c. ... ~."'''e 
. 
C·A"t~ c. ... ~lt.b'c 1,. .. su I. 
" 
c.,.,..,. .. f:1~4 S CO"4t:J ;( P~I"'''~' Z L_IR"k I. p,.,,, .. ~~..,. Z T,.,.,u Z P""~S«"" i. 
:t ;.''''';, ~ ~: J""·'tI ;! ~ ;'olilt'iI ~ ~ 
- -
850 7 150 1 897 8 620 5 8,592 
12,972 37 
- -
200 1 1,227 4 950 3 5,448 
:}.COO-40 tt19,272 32 36,625 10 83,2.59 22 8,031 2 37,890 10 4,300 1 5,184 2 27,683 7 21,324 
~-~---
Source I The gazetteer. 
* Percentages show the proportion of public sector expenditure provided by each type 
or bo~. rercentages ere rounded. 
eo~,..,...t-I·"S 
Ie Z pr .... 4c '-'''' Z 
rit" ... ~ 
.:E 
75 
-
16 500 1 
6 3,8.50 1 
c .... ~ .... " ... ~ 
of 
f .. "lie. Bed.irs 
&. P,.,,,.k ~u.te,. 
~ 
410 
2,090 
23,200 
~ 
I\) 
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Rotherham, the Feoffees of the Common Lands built a town hall and 
grammar school; in Knaresboroue;h and Barn·sley, workhouses were 
financed from the poor rates; at Leeds, the Moot Hall was financed 
jointly by its corporation and its principal charitable trust, the 
Pious Uses Committee; almshouses were erected at Doncaster from 
the corporation's funds and at Sheffield from the Town Trust's funds. 
The timing ~f these particular building activities explains the 
distinct increases in the proportion of total expenditure on public 
buildings contributed by the public sector in the 1700's, 1730's 
and 1740's (see Table III.1). In the 1700's it was principally 
accounted for by the financing of town halls at Sheffield and 
Wakefield, and the Feoffees'Charity School at Rotherham; in the 
1730's the increase was principally the result of the provision of 
workhouses at Doncaster, Barnsley, Bradford, and Knaresborough, and . 
almshouses at Pontefract; in the 1740's the jump to approximately 
~7 per cent of total expenditure.is entirely explained by. the 
building of'Doncaster's Mansion House. 
~ 
The most striking feature of the second half of the eighteenth century 
is the entry of Parliament and the County into the erection of new 
public buildings; each of them accounted for approximately one-
third of total public sector expenditure. Without their building 
activities, coupled with, those of Doncaster Corporation, the public 
sector's contribution to overall provision of public buildings 
would have been insignificant in this period. The erection of 
the new House of Correction and the Women's Prison at Wru.efield 
by the County, 1766-70, accounted for almost all public expenditure 
in the 1760's. Similarly, in the 1780's the County's expenditure 
on enlare;ing the House of Correction and assisting in the building 
• 
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.of the new town hall at Pontefract in conjunction with the town's 
corporation, accounted for over'two~thirds of public sector 
expenditure. In the 1790's, Parliament's provision of a barracks 
at Sheffield accounted for almost two-thirds of public expenditure. 
The bulk of the public sector expenditure in the other decades 
came from the activities of Doncaster Corporation. It entered 
new spheres of provision and spent quite lavishly •. It provided 
a shambles and cross, 1756-7, costing £550;' a gaol, 1768-9, 
costing £81; a theatre, 1775-6, costing £1,577; the grandstand, 
1777-8, costing c. £2,000; another gaol, 1779, costing c. £300; 
it repaired the town hall in 1784 at a cost of £280; and it built 
a public dispensary, 1793-4, at a cost of £660. Meanwhile, the' 
other public bodies continued to erect public buildings but on a 
very limited scale. Unlike Doncaster Corporation, they showed 
little innovatory enterprise; their provisions were once again 
!limited to almshouses, schools, .town halls and prisons. 
In'!he first forty years of the nineteenth century, Parliament and 
the County again contributed the lion's share of the public sector's 
expenditure on public buildings. Almost entirely as a result of 
their activities, peaks in the proportion of total expenditure 
contributed by the public sector occurred in the 1810's and 1820's 
(see Table III.1). In,these decades the sector accounted for 47 
per cent and 33 per cent, respectively, of total expenditure on 
public buildings. In contrast to the period 1750-99, Parliament 
now expended more than the County; it provided a barracks at Leeds, 
1819-20, at a cost of £24,000, and spent very large sums on its 
major building activity in this period, the erection of Anglican 
churches. In the 1820's, it was solely responsible for financing 
, . 
.. 
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ten churches at a total cost of £81,769 - three each at Leeds, 
Sheffield, and Huddersfield, and another at Barnsley. In the 
1830's, it spent another £6,503 on churches where it alone provided 
finance, and contributed substantially to three other churches 
which cost a total of £35,450. Meanwhile, the County was also 
spending large sums on erecting buildings at Wakefield: an 
estimated £5,000 on the court house, 1806-9; an enormous fAO,ooO 
on the Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 1816-18; . and £28,300 on the 
enlargement of the House of Correction, 1819-24; the latter was 
extended again in 1837 at a cost of £5,100. 
Although, taken as a whole, the relative contribution of local 
bodies to total public expenditure, 1800-40, was the same as in 
the previous half century, i.e. approximately one-third, there 
were some significant developments in this area, as Table III.4 
~emonstrates. Whilst the size of corporation expenditure on public· 
buildings went ~p considerably, their share in public sector 
ex~diture fell by 10 per cent. This corporation expenditure 
consisted of £9,939 spent by Sheffield Cutlers' Corporation on a 
new Cutlers' Hall, 1832-3, and Doncaster Corporation's periodic 
expenditure on improving the Mansion House, the theatre, and 
buildings at the race track, building a School of Industry, some 
almshouses, a va~rancy ~ffice, and a gaol, and contributing to the 
erection of a newsroom and public library. 
The principal reason for the decline in the corporations' share of 
public sector expenditure was the increased use of local (non-
Corporation) rates to finance public buildings: a tenth of public 
sector expenditure came from this source. Almost half of the 
& 
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money was raised from the poor rate and was spent on fitting out a 
new workhouse at Sheffield at the end of the 1820's, and building 
Union Workhouses at Rotherham and Halifax at the end of the 1830's; 
a fur~her third was ;raised by a "local rate" levied on the inhabitants 
of Barnsley to finance a new church, 1820-2; and the remainder 
was raised by parish rates or improvement rates levied on a town 
and expended for novel purposes. These rates levied for novel 
purposes were particularly significant for the future provision 
of public buildings, because they are the earliest examples of the 
use of local rates to finance public buildings not intended for 
the relief of.poverty or religious purposes. During the latter 
part of the eighteenth century improvement commissions with rating 
powers had been established in several West Riding towns, but they 
had never used their funds to erect public buildings. However, 
a Borough Police Office and Fire Engine House was erected in 
Wakefield, 1829-30, and a Station House for the use of the 
i .•.. 
. 
improvement commissioners and their employees was erected at 
Bradford in 1837; these must have been financed from local 
improvement rates. In Leeds the town's improvement commissioners 
were empowered to l~vy two rates in addition to the normal 
improvement rate. One was the Court House Rate, which in conjunction 
with county funds financed the erection of the court house, 1811-15, 
. 
and the 'other was the Free Market Rate, which financed the laying 
out of "the Free Harket at Leeds, 1826-7. At Sheffield,the poor 
rate or parish rate was used in conju..'lction with county funds to 
finance the erection of a town hall, 1808-l0i and the rate was also 
used at Wakefield to finance a town prison. 
& 
Finally, there was little change in the building activities of 
chari table trusts. They continued to rebuild and repair thei·r . 
trust premises where necessary and make occasional contributions 
. . 
to other public building ventures. The most notable items of 
expenditure were the rebuilding of the Shrewsbury Hospital at 
Sheffield, 1825-7, which was financed jointly by the trustees and 
the Duke of Norfolk at a cost of over £lO,OOO, and the building 
of the Halifax Infirmary and Dispensary, begun in 1836, which 
was financed jointly by the Dispensary's trustees and private 
funds at a cost of £7,500. 
The remaining sections of this chapter attempt to explain the 
pattern of provision just outlined. Sections III - V examine 
the pressures and motives which induced public bodies to erect 
buildings, while Section VI discusses the important influence 
Qf financial considerations. 
III 
131 
The scope of Parliament's building activities, as we have already 
noted, was very limited: . it financed only two types of public 
buildings. chUrches and barracks. Surprisingly. in view o,f the 
great difference between the functions of the buildings. it had 
the same principal motive for financing them - a desire to prevent 
I 
or quell social disorder. The barracks at Sheffield and Leeds were 
built at times when the working classes were in a rebellious mood. 
Sheff.ield Barracks were begun in 1792 for the purpose of "awing the 
.' 
.. 
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threatening aspect of the people who had long been clamorous for 
the reform of parliament, and had several times evinced their joy. 
on receiving intelligence of the successful progress of the French 
revolutionary armies.,,1 Similarly, Leeds Barracks were built 
1819-20, when it was "supposed that the manufacturing districts 
were on the verge of insurrection and rebellion".2 
Although providing churches was a much.less direct way of dealing 
with social unrest, it is evident that Parliament felt it would 
be effective. By the early nineteenth century the provision of 
Anglican churches in the manufacturing districts of England had 
become totally inadequate for the needs of the much enlarged 
population. It was calculated in 1818 that churches in parishes 
with populations of 4,000 or more had sufficient capacity for only 
. one quarter of the population.3 . The situation in some of the "lest 
:Riding towns was far worse: Sheffield, for example, had accommo-
. . 6 8 4 dat10n for only ,2 0 people out of a population of 55,000. It 
mi-gllt be argued that when Parliament granted one million pounds 
in 1818 for the purposes of building Anglican churches in working-
class areas it was motivated by a patriotic desire to support the 
national church, but, as H.H. Port convincingly argues, the fear 
of social disorder was the overriding motive.5 This line of 
1. 
2. 
4. 
Sheffield 1833 D .. p.59. 
E. Parsons, ~1e Civil, Ecclesiastical, Literary, Commercial, 
and Hiscellaneous lUstor. o1'Leeds ••• and the t'ianufacturinr. 
Districts of Yor}cshire (Leeds, 1,,0' ,I, 1;)2. 
lot.H. Port, Six Hundred New Churches: A Study of the Church 
Buildin Commission, 101o-1oj6, and its Church Buildinr. 
Activities l~bl , p.>. 
.!ill. p.5. 
Ibid. chapter 1 • 
. -
thought was clearly expres'sed in John Bardler's memorial to the 
Prime 11inister in 1815 on behalf of the High Church faction in 
Parliament: "We are alarmed at the danger to which the consti-
tution of this country both in church and state is exposed from 
the want of places of public worship, particularly for persons 
of the middle and lower classes"'. Horals could only be 
inculcated by religious principles, and without them the nation 
could not prosper. The work of providing the necessary churches 
was beyond the power of private or parochial subscription: 
"Parliament alone ,can do it; and we conceive it to be one of its 
chief duties to provide places of worship for the members of the 
established religion".1 
Parliament saw no reason for providing any other types of public, 
building in the West Riding towns. Laissez-faire and non-
, ~ntervention by the State were the order of things prior to the 
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Victorian era.2 Adam Smith expressed this attitude by suggesting 
that State provision of provincial public buildings would be both 
inequitable and inefficient. He went on to say: 
Even those public works which are of such a nature that 
they cannot afford any revenue for maintaining them-
selves, but of which the conveniency is nearly confined 
to some particular place or district, are always 
better maintained by a local or provincial revenue, 
under the management of a local and provincial 
administration, than by the general,revenue of the 
state, of which3the executive power must always have the management. 
1. M.~. ~ort, Si~ H~ndred N~w Churches: A study of the Church 
BU1ld1nr, Comm~ss1on. 1010-10,6, and its Church BuildinS 
Activities (l~bl), p.9. 
2. See~J. Taylor, Laissez-faire a~d State Intervention'in 
Nineteenth-Century Britain (1972). 
3. A.Smith, op.cit. Book V, Chapter 1, part 3. 
~. 
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IV 
The provision of" public buildings by the West Riding magistrates was 
principally motivated by their desire, fostered by Parliament, to 
execute their major duty of the maintenance of law and order in an 
efficient and effective manner. Until the nineteenth century the 
magistrates were very reluctant to finance buildings. Wherever 
possible they encouraged the inhabitants of individual towns to 
provide buildings needed for the judici~ purposes of the county, 
rather than providing them themselves, and in some cases it was 
mainly parliamentary pressure which forced them to act. 
The magistrates' provision of th~ West Riding House of Correction 
was almost certainly the product of parliamentary pressure. In 
1609 an Act of Parliament was passed which compelled the magistrates 
of every county to provide a House of Correction by Michaelmas Day 
, 
1611. As ~he preamble to the Act showed, Parliament had attempted 
to persuade county magistrates to build Houses of Correction in 
earlier years but had met with limited success. 
Heretofore divers good and necessary Laws and Statutes 
have been made and provided for the Erection of Houses . 
of Correction, for the suppressing and punishing of 
Rogues, Vagabonds and other idle, vagrant and disorderly 
Persons; which Laws have not wro~ght so good Effect 
as was expected, as well for that the said Houses of 
Correction have not been built according as was 
intended •••• 1 
The West Riding Quarter Sessions minutes for 1610-12 refer to money 
being available for building a House of Correction,2 and at the 
1. 7 Jac.I, c.4 (1609): An Act for the Due Execution of Divers 
Laws and Statutes Heretofore Nade Ar,ainst Ho;:ues, Var;abonds 
and Sturdy Beef/ars, and Other Lewd and Idle Persons. for a 
discussion 01' the legislation see S.and B. Webb aWlish Poor Law History: Part I (1927), pp.83-4 • ' __ J __ 
2. J.W. Walker, \~akefield its History and People (Wakefield, 
1934), p.364. 
",' 
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Michaelmas Sessions at Pontefract in 1611 the magistrates resolved 
to erect one. 1 An existing building was converted for the purpose 
and opened in 1612.2 Once the magistrates had accepted responsi-
bility for providing, a House of Correction, the subsequent repair, 
enlargement and rebuilding ,Of the premises were prompted by the 
inadequacy for accommodating the growing number~ of prisoners 
which the magistrates wished to confine.. In 1662 the magistrates 
paid for the repair of the premises bec~use they were in "great 
ruin and decay".3 In 1766 steps were taken to rebuild the premises 
because they were "not sufficient".4 The major enlargement, of 
the building, ,1819-24, stemmed from a resolution at the Wakefield 
Quarter' Sessions in 1818 that: "In consequence of the very great 
increase in the number of commitments some additional buildin~ is 
absolutely necessary".5 
~efore the nineteenth century the magistrates were very reluctant 
to finance 'court houses and the only one they helped to fina~ce 
was Pontefract Town Hall in 1657. However, they thought court 
houses and local prisons were essential for the efficient transaction 
of judicial business and were at pains to encourage town inhabitants 
to provide the facilities. The technique they adopted was to 
threaten to remove the quarter sessions from towns where courtroom 
1. J.W. \'lalker, Wakefield its History and People (2nd edn,.Wakeri~ld, 
1939), p. 425. 
2. ~.. p. 425·. A "lIouse of Correction" existed at 
Wakefield in 1597 but there is no evidence that it belonged 
to the magistrates ~ if it did, it was certainly not in 
existence by 1610. 
3. J .H. Turner, The Annals of ''lakefield House of Correction 
(Bingley, 1904), p.bl. 
4. Ibid. p.88. 
Ibid. p.149. 
-
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facilities were inadequate. This approach prompted the rebuilding 
of Leeds Hoot Hall, 1710-11, the building of Leeds Court House, 
1811-13, and Rotherham Town Hall, 1825-6.1 With regard to the 
Leeds Court House, the Leeds Intelligencer commented in 1810: 
We trust that the complaint so justly made at these 
Sessions, against the Leeds Court House the Moot Hall , 
and which was assigned as the cause of the Sessions . 
being removed to Wakefield, will not operate another 
year. The necessary powers being obtained, there 
should be no longer delay in selecting a proper 
situation and building a Sessions House, as will do 
credit to the town.2 
Similarly, immediately prior to the erection of Rotherham Town 
Hall, the magistrates had "threatened" to remove the sessions 
from the town because the old hall was in a "ruinous and 
dangerous state".3 
! 
There are several factors which explain why the West Riding 
magistrates began to finance court houses and prisons after 1806, 
amongst which was the pressure of increasing judicial business. 
During the eighteenth century, owing to 'the growth of population, 
the,scale of the magistrates' business grew considerably and the 
use of makeshift and cramped facilities which they shared with 
other people became increasingly impractical. By the end of the 
century the magistrates needed their own permanent premises of a 
1. Re. Leeds ~loot Hall: LC.A~2, fo.69, 5 June 1710. 
2. L.I. 8 October 1810. 
3. Minutes of Feoffees of the Common Lands, 4 AUGUst 1824 -
quoted in J.Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherharn (Worksop, 
1879), p.413. 
r 
substantial size. The notable increase in the volume of judicial 
business is i11u~trated by the frequency of the Leeds Borough 
magistrates' sessions over the period; whereas in the early part 
of the eighteenth century they had sat once a week at most, by 
1775 they were forced to sit twice a week and needed to provide 
a permanent office for holding their petty sessions.1 By 1836 
2 
. the magistrates were sitting every day... The preamble of the 
Act of Parliament passed in 1806 to enable the West. Riding 
magistrates to provide their own court houses indicated that 
legislation was required because the magistrates' pressure o~ 
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towns to provide better amenities had met with only limited success 
and their lack of control of the premises was a nuisance: 
The Court Houses of Buildings in the said several 
Towns in which the said General Quarter Sessions 
of the Peace for the said Riding have been holden •••• 
are for the most Part very ancient Buildings, greatly 
out of Repair, and alto~ether inconvenient for the 
Purposes of holdin~ therein the said General Quarter 
Sessions of the Peace •••• and the same are either 
the Property 01 private Individuals or of Corporation, 
by whose Permission and Sufferance only they have . 
been used for the Purposes aforesaid, and therefore 
are not sub'ect res ect to the Control of the 
Justices said Riding. my 
italics) 
Even the court houses built as a result of this Act soon became 
inadequate because of the continuous growth of judicial business. 
Only twelve years after the completion of Leeds Court House, the 
West Riding maGistrates were obliged to, help finance its enlargement 
because of the increased pressure of business'. In 1827 the 
1. L.I. 14 March 1775 •. 
-
2. L.C.A. L· C J 1: Leeds Borough ~1ar;istrates Minutes, 21 April 
18,36. 
3. 46 Geo.III, C.3 (1806): An Act to Enable the Justices of the 
Peace :or the 'vest Ridinr, at' the County of York, to Provide 
Conv~llJ.ent Court Houses lor Holdin" the General Quarter 
Sess10ns of the Peace Within the Said RidinG_ . 
, " 
. ' 
magistrates resolved that it was: 
highly desireable that an Enlargement of the Leeds Court 
House should take place, by ma.l~ing the necessary accommo-
dation for an additional Court for the dispatch of 
business at the Quarter Sessions, and providing 
additional rooms for public business to meet the 
present increased and increasing wants of the 
Hagistracy and the public. 1 
Just over two centuDes after the West Riding magistrates had first 
. 
provided a county House of Correction, they provided the county 
lunatic asylum. Their ac~ion was motivated by the same factors 
which had led to the provision of the House of Correction and 
court houses, i.e. parliamentary pressure and encouragement, and 
I 
the difficulties of carrying out magisterial duties as the size 
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of business grew. By 1800, the problem of caring for the mentally 
ill had grown to a'scale which was unsuitable for management at 
," 
parish level. During the eighteenth century private asylums had 
become more common and parishes sometimes sent their lunatics to 
I ' -them, but very often, as was the case in Leeds, these facilities 
were ignored and lunatics were merely housed amongst the poor and 
'. 2 infirm 1n workhouses. A parliamentary select committee 
inquiring into "the state of lunatics" in 1807 reported that the 
highly dangerous and inconvenient practice of confining lunatics 
in gaols, poor houses and houses of industry could not be prevented 
unless some other public provision was made - private asylums were 
either too expensive to attract parish use or were too sparsely 
provided. The committee thought that the most economic and 
1. L.C.A. L C J 1: Leeds Borough Hagistrates Hinutes, 7 February 
1827. 
2. S.and B. Webb, English Poor Law History: Part I (1927) 
pp.300-3. 
.r 
satisfactory provision would be the establishment of large-scale 
asylums, each capable of holding two or three hundred patients, 
and they recommended that these should be provided by the county 
magistrates. 1 Accordingly, as a result of two Acts, Parliament 
transferred the responsibility for the care of the insane to the 
2 
county. Hence, in response to this legislation and the growing 
problem of lunacy, the West Riding magist·rates built an asylum of 
the type that the select committee had recommended. 
In the final analysis the provision of buildings by the county 
magistrates was a direct response to the duties imposed on them 
. -' 
by Par liamen t. In some cases they provided buildings because 
they were compelled to by Parliament, in other cases because they 
felt that the buildings were necessary for the proper execution 
of their duties. Little innovation stemmed from the initiative 
~f the magistracy itself because· it stayed strictly within its 
spheres of responsibility. When the variation from town to town 
in the public sector's contribution to the provision of bui~dings 
is considered, it should be noted that the sector.' s expenditure 
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was highest in Wakefield because the major county buildings were 
built there; for, as we have seen, in the period 1600-1840 Wakefield 
was regarded as the administrative centre of the West Riding.3 
1. S.and B. Webb, op.cit. pp.300-3. 
2. 48 Geo.III, c.96 (1808): An Act for the Better Care of Lunatics,' 
Beine Paupers or Cri~inals in }nrland. ~~ Geo.lll, c.46: An Act. 
to Amend an Act Passed in the Forty ~iellth Year of the Reir,n of 
His ~resent Ha,iesty entitled A.'1 Act for the Better Care and 
Haintenc:nce of Lunatics, Beine: Paupers or Criminals, in lli.i,:land. 
3. In the }1iddle Ages, Pontefract had been the administrative 
centre of the Riding and the General Quarter Sessions for the 
Riding continued to be held there throughout the period 1600-1840. 
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The provision or buildings by local public bodies is much more 
difficult to explain than provision by Parliament and the county 
magistrates. The major analytical problem is that bodies which 
were nominally the same, i.e., corporations, charitable trusts, 
etc., in fact did not follow a consistent pattern in their 
provision of buildings. For example, the Vestry financed the 
workhouse in Leeds, whereas the Corporation financed the workhouse 
in Doncaster; charitable trusts financed town halls at Sheffield 
and Rotherham, whereas in Doncaster and Leeds they were financed 
by the corporations; Doncaster Corporation provided places of 
entertainment and medical institutions, whereas none of the other 
. municipal corporations did. 
Parish vestries were the public bodies with the most consistent 
! 
pattern of ?uilding provision. From the sixteenth century, 
legislation had firmly placed the responsibility for poor relief 
on their shoulders. The method by which they relieved the poor 
was left to their discretion, but various Acts of Parliament 
encourae;ed the provision of workhouses. 1 Throughout the period 
1600-1840 the principal motive which induced parish vestries to 
provide workhouses was the desire to perform their duty of poor 
relief in the most economic manner. For example, in 1737 a 
general meeting of the inhabitants of Knaresborough declared that: 
1. W.E. Tate, The Parish Chest (Cambridge, 1969), pp.226-3l • 
. '
The rates and assessments of the said township and 
borough have. for several years past, increased to 
a very great disadvantage; and the same in all 
probability will be worse and worse. unless some 
effectual means can be found to the remedy the same 
the solution they decided on was to erect a workhouse. 1 
Writers on Poor Law history emphasize the economic incentives to 
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2 provide workhouses. Before the eighteenth century contemporaries. 
thought that the workhouse would serve as a place of profitable 
employment of the poor. and an ideal way of lowering and even 
abolishing the poor rate. However. the repeated economic failure 
of the institutions during the seventeenth century made them 
unpopular and led to their disuse and a return to systems of out-
relief.· The revival in their popularity from the 1720's. which 
has been noted. although partly induced by the desire to provide 
the best form of relief for the sick and infirm, was once again 
motivated principally by economic considerations. In 1722 an 
Act was passed which enabled the officers of parishes ~o purchase 
or hire a house for keeping, maintaining, and employing the poor.3 
While it might be suggested that the provision of workhouses 
resulted from this Act because it was the first (apart from local 
, 
Acts applying to specific parishes) which specifically empowered 
parish officials to erect workhouses, in fact. the Act made a 
rather more significant provision. One of its clauses stipulated 
1. l-1.Calvert, The History of Knaresborough (Knaresborough. 1844). p.79. 
2. S.and B. We», op.cit. esp. pp.212-313; D.Harshall. "The Old 
Poor Law, 1662-1'(1)~". Economic History Review VIII, (1937). 38-47; 
D.l-Iarshall, The En~lish Poor in the EiGhteenth Century (1926), . 
esp. Chapter 4; H.3ruce, 'l'he Coming of the i'/elfare State 
(4th edn. 1968), pp.39-56, 01)-103. 
t~l 3. 9 Geo.I. ~7 (1722): An Act for Amendinr; the Laws Relating to 
the Sottlement, EnploYr.lent and Heliei' of the Poor. 
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that if a workhouse was provided and a pauper refused a place in it, 
a parish would b~ absolved of its statutory responsibility to give 
the pauper poor relief. Consequently a parish might cut the cost 
of relief by providing a workhouse which was so unpleasant that 
people would only apply for assistance if they were absolutely 
desperate. 
In later years "economy" was again the principal incentive which 
prompted parishes to combine into Poor Law Unions and provide 
union workhouses such as those at Doncaster and Halifax. Edwin 
Chadwick, one 'of the leading instigators of the ''New Poor Law", 
saw one of the principal benefits of the Unions as being the 
economy produced by dealing with the problem of the poor on a 
1 large scale. 
In contrast to the activities of .. vestries, there were major 
differences between the provisions of each of the municipal 
corporations. This resulted to a large extent from the differing 
ways in which the corporations interpreted their responsibilities 
and functions. The principal members of all the corporations 
were magistrates for their respective boroughs and this explains 
the use of corporate funds for building town halls and court houses,2 
but opinions on how far their duties went beyond these provisions 
1. H. Bruce, op.cit. pp.89-l03. 
2. For full details about the corporations' powers and responsi-
bilities see: Re orts From Commissioners on Hunici al 
Cor orations in Endand and \'Jales P.P. 163.5, XXIII): 
Doncaster Corporation pp.l ~1-1~07; Leeds Corporation pp. 
1615-1624; Pontefract Corporation pp.167l-9- Ripon 
Corporation pp.1705-l0. ' , 
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varied considerably~ For example, although Leeds Corporation took 
an interest in the general well-being of its town,its activities 
outside the sphere of law and order were very limited. As Mr. 
F.E. Bingley complained in 1833 at a public meeting discussing the 
reform of the Corporation, its contribution to the provision of 
public buildings had been very limited: 
What improvements had either originated or been 
carried on by the Leeds Corporation? He knew of 
but one instance, and that was the Court House •. 
Where would have been' that noble edifice the 
Commercial Buildings? Where would have been the 
Central J.1arket? -- the Corn Exchange? -- the 
South Karket and the New Shambles, had their 
establishment been left to the Corporation?1 
Leeds Corporation saw itself primarily as a body established to 
regulate the woollen cloth trade and manufacture, and to maintain 
law and order in its capacity as the borough magistracy; its 
interpretation of its role went little beyond this. Likewise, 
~he oorporations at Pontefract and Ripon were also fairly inactive 
and apathetic. As one writer on the history of local government 
wrote when generalising about the activities of corporations: 
The eighteenth-century corporation regarded itself 
far less as an instrument of local government of the 
modern type than as an institution for the management 
of a corporate property. In the past they had 
consented to regulate local trade and industry, but 
when laissez-faire rendered this obsolete there 
followed a hiatus in which they remained blissfully 2 
unaware that there was anything much for them to do. 
1. Leeds l-~ercury 13 April 1833. 
2. E. Hoir, The Justice of the Peace (1969), p.174. 
. \ 
Doncaster Corporation was an exception to this generalization; in 
stark contrast·to the other three municipal corporations, as we have 
seen, it provided many public buildings in addition to a town hall. 
To some extent it provided these buiidings because they were a 
profitable way to use its corporate wealth. For example, the 
theatre which it built in 1776 was let immediately at an annual 
rate of £70, a return of over 4 per cent. 1 Similarly, by the 
1830's the rate of return received from the shambles, which it had 
built in 1756, had reached 18 per cent per annum, and the return 
from its grandstand, built in 1777, was well over 7 per cent~2 . 
In all, by 1835, the corporation received the considerable annual 
income of £902 from the buildings which it had erected in Doncaster, 
including the dispensary, the grandstand and booths on the race-
, 
course, the theatre, the weighing-machine and the baths all of 
which were let, with the exception of the grandstand. 3 However, 
~omments of contemporaries reveal that to very large extent the 
corporation believed the interests .of the town to be its major 
concern • Edward Baines pointed out in 1822 that a considerable 
. portion of the Doncaster Corporation.funds were "employed in 
improving the town and its precincts, and adding to the comforts 
of its inhabitantsn • 4 Similarly, the Municipal Corporation 
Commissioners were full of praise for the public-spirited activities 
1. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the Borough 
of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV, 240. 
2. Reports From Commissioners •••• (P.P. 1835, XXIII), pp.1503-4. 
3. . Ibid. 
4. E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 168. 
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.of the corporation. Examples they cited were the financing of the 
town's street lighting and loans made for building turnpikes. 
"The sums", they said, "were not advanced so much with a view to 
profitable investment as with a view to improving the town".1 
The Sheffield corporation, the Cutlers' Corporation or Company, 
was not a municipal corporation and its principal officers were 
not magistrates, but with these exceptions it was very similar to 
Leeds Corporation in that it had been established to regulate a 
local industry, in its case the metal trade and manufacture.2 
Inevitably, it took an interest in the well-being of the town because 
most of the male inhabitants were members of the corporation, but 
with respect to the provision of public buildings it confined its 
attention to those which were for its own use, the Cutlers' Halls. 
;The provision of public buildings by charitable trusts was undertaken· 
as part of their duties and legal responsibilities. The trustees 
of schools and almshouses were often vested with funds for the 
maintenance and administration of the premises; when these premises 
became derelict it was the trustees' legal responsibility to rebuilt 
them if sufficient funds were available. For example, Leeds 
Grammar School was considerably enlarged by its trustees in 1823; 
the Duke of Norfolk's Hospital at Sheffield was rebuilt by the 
trustees, 1825-7, and Waterhouse's Almshouses at Halifax were 
1. Reports From Commissioners •••• (P.P. 1835, XXIII), p.1502. 
2. For background history of the Corporation see R.E. Leader, 
Ristor of the Com any of Cutlers in Iiallamshire in the 
County Sheffield, l~Oj • 
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rebuilt by its trustees, 1812-13. All of these works were undertaken 
because the existing premises were both decaying and inadequate. 
However, certain charitable trusts went beyond the provision of 
, 
schools and almshouses, as has been noted.. The main reason for this 
was that their responsibilities and functions were not clearly defined 
by the terms on which they were established. The two principal 
trusts of this type were the Town Burgesses Trust at Sheffield and 
the Feoffees of the Common Lands at Rotherham. The Charity Commiss-
ioners reported that because of the broad definition of the ways in 
which Town Burgesses should use their funds, they had been able to 
use "a very wide discretion in applying the income of their trust".' 
Similarly, the Feoffees of the Common Lands had wide powers of 
discretion in the use of their funds, which were held for trusts 
of a "general and indefinite nature", and were to be used for purposes 
"most useful and beneficial to the inhabitants of the town of 
I 2 Rotherhalll". Hence, how their funds were used was open to the 
interpretation of the trusts' members. An inquiry in 1811 found 
that the Town Burgesses Trust had applied its income to several 
charitable purposes including building and repairing "the workhouses, 
almshouses, the town hall, and other public buildings in Sheffie1dll • 3 
The Charity Commissioners were equally impressed by the latitude 
of the activities of the Feoffees of the Common Lands: 
1. Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities (England and 
Wales), Report on the City of Sheffield (P.P. 1897, LXVII, 
part 6, p.,o6. . . . 
2. Reports of Co~missioners for Endowed Charities (En~land a~d 
WaleSt; Hcport on the Parish of Hotherha'Il (P.P. 109'/, LXVII, 
part ), pp. 356-'1.. . 
3. Reports .... Endowed Chari ties .... (P.P. 1897, LXVII, part 6), 
p.!;107. 
Since l5B9they have exercised at one time or other, and 
probably at the same time, every function which a local 
public body can exercise. They have combined the duties 
of a town council, a local board of health, a board of 
guardians, market commissioners, road trustees; they 
have regulated the commons, supplied the·town with water, 
maintained a number of different officials, built town 
halls and schools, and in fact, to use Mr. Guest's words, 
their duties have "comprised help from bringing into the 
world to winding sheets and burial fees on being taken 
out of it.,,1 
In addition to town halls and schools, the Feof~ees had provided a 
prison and market house, ~d had helped to finance a new market 
place and shambles and a dispensary_ 
I 
Looking at the overall picture of the provision of buildings by 
local public bodies it seems that a body would provide a'building 
which lay within its sphere of responsibility;, but where its 
responsibilities were not clearly d~fined it became a matter of 
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contemporary interpretation. In cases where a building was needed 
I •... 
'but no public body was' prepared to provide it, the ~/ebbs' "ad hoc 
public bodies", that is the improvement commissions, 'sometimes 
stepped in. 
VI . 
In the final analysis a public body's ability to provide a 
building was entirely dependent on whether or not it had acce~s 
to the necessary finance: In order to finance a building a body 
1. Reports •••• Endowed Charities •••• (P.P. 1897, LXVII, part 6), 
pp.3b9-:/0. 
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might have the choice of levying a local tax, if it had rating powers, 
o~ drawing on its own funds, if it had any. 
In contrast to the present day, local taxation was a very inaccessible 
source of finance for public buildings in the period, 1600-1840. 
Whilst Parliament might levy taxes for any purpose it chose, the 
rating powers which the county magistrates and local public bodies 
I 
possessed were very limited.1 A major problem was that the use of . 
existing local and county taxes was restricted in several ways. 
At parish level prior to the mid-eighteenth century the vestry was 
the only body which could levy rates, and these rates could only 
be used for poor relief, the maintenance of the highways, and the 
upkeep of the church fabric. 2 Consequently, workhouses, vagrancy 
offices and churches were the only public bui~dings which could be 
financed from parish revenue. Moreover, the sizable increases in 
these rates required to build a workhouse or rebuild a church were 
I 
very unpop~lar and therefore discourased their use as a source of 
finance for building purposes. For 'example, in 1738 the Bradford 
church wardens and overseers of the poor, fearing opposition to 
their plans to finance the erection of a workhouse from the poor 
rate, softened the blow by borrowing the money required with the 
, 
intention of paying it back out of the poor rate over a number of 
years. As they explained: 
\ 
1. For a detailed discussion of the origins and development of 
. local taxation see: E. Cannan, The History of Local Rates in 
England (1912); W.E. Tate, op.cit. pp.2~-9, 93-,. 
2. The first poor rate was imposed by an Act of 1597-8 (39 Eliz., 
C.3, 1597-8). Church rates wore begun in the fourteenth 
century but, apart from a short period in the Interregnum, 
they ha~ no statutory basis. See W.E. Tate, op.cit. pp. 
27, 93-;. 
-...... ' 
Raising so large a sum of money [£300] by way of a poor-
rate upon the said town in a short time, may be very 
grievous and burthensome to several of the small free-
holders and other inhabitants of the said towri. 1 
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The \,lebbs point out that the solution adopted by Bradford's officials 
was not available in earlier years because even though Tudor legis-
lation had ecpowered parishes to levy a local rate for providing 
"convenient houses of d\oJeUing" for the poor , it had not empowered 
them to borrow noney on the security of repayment from future 
2 income from the poor rate. . The same sort of problem affected the 
use of the church rate. As late as 1818, although the rate could 
be used to finance church building, it could not be used as security 
. . 
for a 10an.3 Consequently, extremely high rates' would have been 
required to finance the building of new churches. By the early 
nineteenth century the imposition of church rates for any purpose 
had become a very thorny issue because of the rise of nonconformity, 
and so the likelihood of their use for church building decreased 
I 
. 4 
considerably. .Given this situation at parish level it is not 
difficult to see why parish expenditure on public buildings ~/as so 
limited in both size and scope. 
At a higher level of administration, a rate which might have provided 
a source of finance for public buildings was the County Rate levied 
by the county magistrates.. This rate \'/as established in 1739 by 
an Act of Parliament which consolidated a number,of small rates for 
1. J. James, The History and Topor;raphy of Bradford (1841), pp. 
153-11-. 
2. S. and B. Webb, op.cit. pp.215-6. 
W.E. Tate, op.cit. pp.93-5. 
4. Nonconformists objected to payinG rates for the rnainten&lCe of 
Anelica~.churches. For n discussion of the controversy 
surround1ng church rates in early nineteenth-century Leeda zee: 
D. Fraser, It The Leeds Churchwa.rdens 1028-1050", Thora.Soc. 
Pubno. LIII, part 1 (1970). 1-22. 
various purposes, which the magistrates had been empowered to levy 
. 1 
over the previou~ century and a half. The Act and its pre de-
cessors empowered county magistrates to levy rates to finance, 
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amongst other things, the building and repairing of gaols and a 
House of Correction.2 Whilst the Act was crucial to the provision 
of prisons, no other public buildings could be financed from the 
rate. Therefore until the nineteenth century these legal ' 
restrictions were a major obstacle to the provision of a wider 
variety of public·buildings by the county. 
The limitations placed on the provision of buildings by the specific 
designation of local rates are amply illustrated by the story of the 
. West Riding court houses. Since contemporaries attached great 
importance to the role of public bodies in maintaining law and 
order, it would have seemed natural and acceptable for them to use 
~ocal taxation to finance the provision of court houses; however, 
problems arose even in, this respect. In 1804 the West Riding 
magistrates decided to build a court house at Sheffield but in the 
early stages of the scheme the legality of the use of the County 
Rate to finance the building was challenged.' After taking legal 
advice, the magistrates discovered that it was illegal to use funds 
accruing from the County Rate to finance any court house other than 
a "Shire Hall" - the "Shire Hall" in their case being the court 
. 4 
house at Pontefract. Thus in order to finance the court house, 
1. 12 Geo.II, 0.29. 
2. Small rates for building Houses of Correction had been legalised 
by: , Jac.I, c.10 (1605-6) and 7 Jac.I, c.4 (1609-10). See 
W.E. Tate, op.cit. p.27. 
3. W.Y.R.O., W.R.Q.S. Order Books, Wakefield Sessions, June 
1804. 
4. W.Y.R.O., W.R.Q.S. Records, Cases for the Opinion of Counsel _ 
two documents explaining the leGal position, dated lB04. 
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they were obliged to secure an Act of Parliament to allow them to 
use the County Rate for this purpose. 1 In 1809 the inhabitants 
,-
of Leeds decided that a court house was needed in their town, and 
so they applied to the West Riding magistrates for funds. 2 The 
magistrates, with their new powers, were able to reply that they 
would make a grant amounting to about half the cost of the building, 
but the inhabitants must find the rest of. the money.' However, 
because local rates could not be used to finance a building of this 
type, and funds were not available from other sources, the inhabitants 
of the town, led by the Corporation, had no alternative but to apply 
for a special Act of Parliament empowering them to levy a rate to 
finance their contribution to the cost of the"court house.4 Hence, 
because of the restrictions on the use of local rates, in effect it 
- was necessary to obtain a second Act of Parliament to secure the 
finance for Leeds Court House. Faced with these obstacles, there 
~an be little doubt that public bodies' lack of suitable rating 
. -
power retarded their provision of a wider variety of public buildings 
in the twelve towns. 
The provision of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum is another 
illustration of this point. For, prior to the legislation which 
resulted from the select committee report into the treatment of 
,j 
lunatics, the magistrates would have been unable to finance a county 
asylum owing to restrictions on the use of the County Rate. Before 
1. 
2. 
,. 
4. 
46 Geo.III, c.3 (1806). 
~. 20 February 1809. 
Ibid. 29 April 1811. 
49 Geo.III, c.122 (1809): An Act to Amend d f • ••• an or 
Erectinfj a Court House and Prison for the Borour,h 01" Leeds. 
I 
, 1~ 
1808 the County Rate could not be used to finance asylums, and 
magistrates did not have authority to borrow money on the security 
of the rate - a particularly important power when a building could 
cost as much as £40,900. It was only as a result of two 'Acts of 
Parliament that the magistrates gained sufficient powers to enable 
them to finance the Pauper Lunatic ASylum. 1 
The income which public bodies received from their property and 
\ 
investments was an alternative to taxation as a source of finance. 
However,corporations and charitable trusts were ~he only public 
bodies endowe4 with property and investments of sufficient 
substance to yield an income adequate for ere~ting public buildings.2 
In general their income was small in relation to the cost of public 
buildings, and therefore was of limited use for their provision. 
Furthermore, restrictions were often placed on its use, which 
~everely limited the type of bui!~ings which might be financed. 
I 
, Of the four municipal corporations, shown in Table III.5, only 
Doncaster Corporation had sufficient wealth and income to finance 
buildings. With an income of nearly £12,000 per annum by 1835 _ 
sufficient to build a substantial Anglican church or a town hall 
1. See note 31 for details of the legislation. Also S. and B. 
Webb, op.cit. pp. 300-3. The Asylum was the first in the 
country built as a result of this legislation. 
2. Parliament had no long-standing funds for providing public 
buildings in the provinces. The county magistrates had been 
endowed with funds and property for the rr.aintenance of bridges 
and highways, but not public buildings. Vestries were occasion-
ally endowed with funds ruld'property for the maintenance of 
their parish church, but normally endowments of this sort were 
vested in soale sort of charitable trust, e.g. the Church 
Burgesses at Sheffield or the Pious Uses Committee at Leeds. 
Table III.5 
The "lea1th and Income of Municipal Corporations 
in the West Riding in 1835 
Cor;eoration Value of Pro;eertl' Annual Income 
and Investments 
£ 
Doncaster 312,428 11,864 
Leeds 4,100 220 
Ripon 1,500 153 
Pontefract small * c.160 
.. Source: Re orts from Commissioners on Hunicipa1 Cor orations 
in Ene1and and \oJales (P.P. 1035, XXIII : Doncaster 
pp. 1 91-1507; Leeds pp.1615-1624; Pontefract 
pp. 1671-9; Ripon pp.1705-10. 
• The value of Pontefract Corporation's property was not 
given in the Report; presumably it was similar in size 
to that of Ripon Corporation. 
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,every year - it was able to provide buildings with some regularity. 
In contrast, the ?ther corporations were very poor, having annual 
incomes less than one-fiftieth of the size. Their income permitted 
only small contributions to the finance of buildings,'and presented 
"a major, if not insuperable, obstacle to any desires to provide 
more buildings.1 
The other corporation in the West Riding, the Sheffield Cutlers' 
Corporation, was also very poor by the standards of Doncaster 
corporation.2 In the early seventeenth century its annual income 
was under £20,'and even by the beginning of the eighteenth century 
it had only risen to £50. The corporation was forced to go into 
debt in order to pay the £442 required to build its hall, 1725-6. 
By 1808 its income had risen to £812 per annum but after it had 
paid dues such as interest and annuities, and general expenses 
including its traditional charitable contributions, only a small 
surplus of fa8 remained. By 1840 its annual income was £973 but 
once again its surplus was too small to permit more than an occasional 
contribution to the cost of a public building. 
There were similar disparities in the wealth and income of charitable 
1. The Hunicipal Corporation Reports of 1835 show that tho wealth of 
the corporations had altered very little since they were first 
established. They were endowed with funds periodically but the 
bulk of their wealth stemmed from lands and property which they, 
had acquired prior to 1600. Leeds Corporation was exceptional 
because it was established after 1600 (i.e. 1626) and it owned 
no land; its sole property consisted of £3,600 in Consols and 
£500 lent to turnpike trustees; this revenue was derived solely 
from fines payable on refusal to serve the offices of the 
'Corporation. . 
2. The details of the Corporation's finances discussed in this 
paraeraph are taken from R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 130-4, 139-141. 
\ 
..I 
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trusts, as is illustrated by Table III.6 showing the incomes of the 
charitable trusts in each of the twelve towns in 1842. It is 
immediately apparent that, even if the towns had devoted their 
total charitable income to financing buildings, most of them had 
too small an income to finance buildings regularly •. With the 
exceptions of Sheffield, Leeds, Wakefield, and possibly Halifax, 
the charitable trusts of each town would-have needed to save their 
income for several years before they could afford to finance a 
substantial building. A further problem was that at least one-
third of this charitable income could never be used for building 
purposes because it had been bequeathed for a variety of uses 
such as maintaining highways, paying doles and pensions to the 
poor, maintaining ministers and providing educational scholarships. 
The other two-thirds of the income might possibly be used for 
~recting buildings but. even here there were problems. Owing to the 
terms on which the trusts had been endowed with property, the 
. majority of them were compelled to use their income for particular 
purposes. As Table III.6 shows, the majority of funds were 
specifically designated for the upkeep of schools and almshouses. 
Thus, the type of buildings which charitable trusts could finance 
was severely limited. Furthermore, the funds and property from 
which income accrued had been given principally to maintain 
almspeople and scholars and to pay schoolmasters; . few benefactors 
had provided for the day when.the premises would require rebuilding. 
Consequently, few trusts were able to accumulate surplus funds to 
finance rebuilding, a fact which not only retarded the provision 
• < 
of new buildings by trusts, but also necessitated much of the joint 
financing of public buildinGs by the public and the private sector 
Table nI.6 
The Annual Incom~. of Charitabl~ Tru~ts in the 'rT·le1.ve T-T~3t Riding TO~r.ms, 1842 ir 
Total Income Income £rom Funds and Property.Potentially Available for Erecting Buildings Town of Charities (Incomes over £5) 
£ 
Grammar Charity Almshouses Income of trusts for diverse Total 
Schools . Schools specific or general purposes 
-
Sheffield 6,000 175 1,801 1,3L.6 - Town Trust - "Public Good" ' L.,7L.1 
( ::llrel1sbury 1,L.19 - Church Burgesses ~ 
. Ho::-pita1) }linisters, Church~ Poor 
4,803 
. 
Leeds 1,675 392 1,O~6 ~ 3,123 
(3 sets) 
i-TaI<:ei'ie1d 3,033 30L. ' '632 487 1,423 
(3 sets) 
F..a.lifax 1,565 185 '13 1,181 - Wa terhouso 's Charity - 1,379 
including almshouses, school, 
workhouse, poor 
Doncaster 902 39 L.25 464 
(St. Thomas , , 
Hospital) 
Rotherham 717 1~ 57 567 - Feoffees of· the Common Lmds - 639 
. 
"Public Purposes lf 
BracI.rord 628 431 431 
Ripon 596 143 281 424 
(4 sets) 
. Knaresborough 519 102 102 
Fontefract 489 58 90 302 L.$O 
,- C9'sets) 
Barns ley 260 I 19 
180 - [;haw Land - Church, HighN'ays 199 
, and "Fub1ic Goodll 
Huddersfie1d 89 I ~ 
--- ----
---_ .. _------
'* notes i"or table gi~en on .following page. ' 
~ 
V1 
~ 
151 
Notes for Table II1.6 
Source: of the Re orts 
2: 
Sheffield 
Halifax 
Bradford 
Pontefract 
pp. 70b-1l; 
pp. 678-81; 
pp. 666-7 ; 
pp. 69&-9 ; 
pp. 692-3 ; 
672-5 ; 
700-3 : 
710-11; 
\-lakefield pp. 716-9; 
Doncaster pp. 
Ripon. pp. 
Barns1ey pp. 
Rotherham 1'1'. 702-5; 
Knaresborough pp. 690-1; 
Huddersfie1d pp. 6b4-7. 
• The figures shown in the Grar..rnar and Charity Schools 
columns apply to on1~' one institution. In the Alms-
houses column, where the figure is the total income 
accruing to several institutions, the number of 
institutions is given below. The next column gives 
• the aggregate income of trusts which had income for 
several purposes. 
N.B. Scarcely any of the income "potentially 
available for erecting buildings" was derived from 
endowments made specifically for building purposes; 
mainly, it accrued to trusts which either had 
discretion in the way they used their income or 
which m~intained a public building as the essential 
part of their functions. On the evidence of the 
Charity Commissioners' Reports there appears to have 
been little alteration in the real wealth and income 
of these charitable trusts in the period under study. 
.. 
I,! 
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which was shown in Table III.1,. Only trusts such as those adminis-
tering the Shre~sbury Hospital at Sheffield, Leeds Grammar School, 
and Harrison's Almshouses at Leeds were sufficiently wealthy to 
rebuild their premises without a great deal of private assistance. 
A short-term solution to the need to rebuild trust premises would 
have been to sell trust property - the value of trusts' property 
was approximately twenty times their annual income and in this 
sense some of the trusts were reasonably wealthy.1 However, 
.. 
trust property was strongly protected by the law and 'it could 
only be sold if sanctioned by an Act of Parliament. 
C 
As noted in the previous section, two charitable trusts, the Town 
Trust at Sheffield and the Feoffees of the Common Lands at Rotherham, 
were in an exceptional position. They were the only trusts which 
possessed substantial funds that were not designated for a specific 
;use. The only financial limitation on their provision of buildings 
was the size of their funds. Although they did finance buildings, 
their annual incomes of £1,}46 and £567 respectively were not 
sufficient to permit extensive provisions. 
In circumstances where it was difficult to finance public buildings 
because of the smallness of available funds or impediments to their 
use, there were several solutions to the problem which public bodies 
might choose if they were sufficiently enthusiastic or devious. 
The first solution was for two or more public bodies to finance a 
building jointly. This solution, for example, was adopted to 
finance the rebuilding of the Moot Hall in Leeds at the beginning 
1. Property was often valued at "twenty years' purchase", i.e. 
twenty times its annual rental value. 
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of the eighteenth century. The hall, which had become a major 
source of compl~int, was rebuilt at the joint cost of Leeds 
Corporation and the Pious Uses Committee. However, public bodies 
seemed loth to adopt, this solution, and their inability to co-
operate sometimes retarded the provision of buildings. For 
example, in 1753, it was proposed that'a new town hall should be 
built in Sheffield at the joint expense of the Corporation of Cutlers' 
, 1 
and the Town Trust, but the proposal w~s rejected; another fifty-
five years elapsed before Sheffield had a new town hall. 
the same idea was revived, only to be rejected by the Cutler.s' 
, 2 ( 
Corporation.' However, the building was eventually financed 
from the combined funds of the Town Trust, the Cutlers' Company, 
the Parish Vestry, and the \-lest Riding magistrates; an example 
of what might have been done if public bodies had co-operated 
more amongst themselves. 
The second'solution to the lack of funds was misappropriation. 
There are two notable instances where funds for specific charitable 
purposes were misappropriated to finance public buildings. In 
1598 the Leeds Moot Hall was in a dangerous and decaying state and 
abortive efforts were made to provide a new building.' Seventeen 
years later, presumably in desperation, a new moot hall was built 
out of funds which had been put in trust for the relief of the 
poor in the town. ,The idea was that the poor would not suffer 
because the rents from the hall and the shops beneath 'it would be 
1. R.E. Leader, op.cit. It, 189. 
2. ~. I, 189-190. 
3. L.C.A. DB/213/47. In 1598 Robert Littlewood offered to 
rebuild the l-loot Hall if the Crown granted him a monopoly 
of weighing '1'1001 and sealing tarred leather within Leeds. 
used for their benefit. 1 
An even more blatant case of misappropriation arose at Halifax. 2 
In 1636 Nathaniel Waterhouse bequeathed to thirteen trustees a 
large house in Halifax, to be used as a workhouse, and also 
provided various funds and property for its upkeep. By the 
letters patent which established the trust it was decreed that 
the Master and Prime Governor of the Workhouse (the two principal 
trustees) should be invested as magistrates for the town and 
\ 
liberties of Halifax. When a charitable commission inquired 
C 
into Halifax's charities in 1719, it found that in 1700 the 
trustees had demolished the workhouse and erected a "stately 
building" in its place, which was used, not as' a workhouse, but 
as a court house for holding the West Riding Quarter Sessions. 
'Evidently, discontent with the cost of poor relief at the time 
and the magistrates' desire for better court facilities had 
. 
proved too great a temptation.3 
1. 
The fact that these sorts of solution to financial problems were 
not attempted. more often by public bodies suggests that while 
financial difficulties did severely limit their provision of 
buildings, they were also severely limited by their conception 
of their duties and responsibilities. 
1. See sources cited in th~ gazetteer. 
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2. J. Watson, The History and Antiguities of the Parish of Halifax 
in Yorkshire (1(7~), pp.~~2-b06, 020-34. 
3. .The magistrates' ploy was a short-lived success because the 
commission ordered that the sessions house should be con-
verted into a workhouse. In 1725 the West Riding maBistrates 
removed the quarter sessions from Halifax "till a convenient 
court house be provided" - W.R.Q.S. Gen. Index , Court Houses, 
Pontefract April 1725. 
( 
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In conclusion, three aspects of the foregoing analysis require 
emphasis. Firstly, although the building activities of the public 
sector were by no means insubstantial, the restrictions enforced 
by financial factors ,and contemporary attitudes prevented the 
sector from contributing more than one-third of the total finance 
for public building provision. Secondly, the size of public 
sector expenditure in a town depended to a considerable extent 
on the speed at which ~ts population grew: the Parliamentary 
Commissioners' expenditure 'on churches in the 1820's and 1830's, 
for example, accounted for approximately a quarter of total public 
( 
sector expenditure, 1700-1840, and these churches were only built 
in towns where there had been very rapid population growth. 
Finally, chance played a large part in determining the 
differences in the levels of public sector expenditure from town 
to town: if Leeds had been chosen as the administrative centre 
pf the West Riding, then the county buildings would have been 
erected there and public sector expenditure in Wakefield would 
! 
have been very small; similarly, if Ripon Corporation had 
possessed the wealth of Doncaster Corporation, or more charitable 
trusts had held their wealth on similar terms to those governing 
the use of the Feoffees of the Common Lands' funds, then the 
picture might have been very different. 
CHAPTER IV 
THE PROVISION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
BY THE PRIVATE SECTOR 
In contrast to the activities. of the public sector, the type of 
public buildings provided by the private sector became increasingly 
diverse over the period 1600-1840. In the "seventeenth century the 
range of privately-financed buildings was fairly limited: places 
of worship, workhouses,almshouses, and schools were provided quite. 
frequently, and, occasionally, manorial court houses and prison's, 
I 
and market buildings such as shambles and crosses, also were built. 
After 1700,'however, the variety of buildings financed by the sector 
~expanded drarnatically,and exceeded by far the range of buildings 
financed by the public sector. The list of provisions expanded 
to include cloth halls, theatres, assembly rooms, music halls, 
medical institutions, libraries, and newsrooms: in fact, almost 
all the innovations in the provision of public buildings, 1700-1840, 
came from the private sector. This is particularly true of the 
first forty years ,of the nineteenth century. Thus the expansion , 
in education~ facilities came largely from this sector with the 
provision of the National Schools, Lancasterian Schools, Infant 
Schools, Collegiate and Proprietary Schools, Philosophical Halls, 
and Mechanics' Institutes. Private finance also played a critical 
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role in the provision of covered markets, commercial buildL~gs, corn 
exchanges, bazaars, baths, botanical gardens, and multipurpose 
-buildings which incorporated various combinations of amenities such 
, as assembly rooms, libraries, newsrooms, and dispensaries. 
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The outstanding overall contribution of the private sector to the 
provision of publi.c buildings between 1700 and 1840 is sho\om in 
Table 1V.1. In only four decades in this period did the sector's 
expenditure on public buildings fall below 72 per cent of total 
expenditure, and even in thr~e of these four decades there were 
exceptional circumstances which explain the dec1ine. 1 On average 
two-thirds of the finance for public buildings came from the private 
sector. A further indication of the importance of private finance 
is given by the sectoral breakdown of expenditure on the principal 
categories of public buildings presented in Table 11.5. For example, 
expenditure on non-Anglican places of worship, which were the sole 
preserve of the private sector, was approximately 21 per cent of 
~ total expenditure on public buildings, 1700-1840; estimated 
expenditure on markets and commercial buildings, again almost the 
sole preserve of this sector, was 16 per cent of the total. 
1 
The sources of private funds for erecting public buildings can be 
divided into three categories: individuals; small groups of up to 
twelve people; and larger groups of usually over fifty people. 
Throughout the period 1600-1840 there are many examples of buildings 
being financed by only one person. The majority of these buildings 
1. The provis~on made by the public sector was unusually high in these 
decades: In the 1740's Doncaster Corporation provided the Mansion 
House costing £8,000; in the lelO's the County magistrates 
f~nar:ced th7 Pauper Lunatic Asylu.n costing .rJi0,000; and in the 
lti20 s Parllament spent over £bO,OOO on Anglican churches. 
Table IV •. 1 
Estimated Cost of Public Buildinr:s Financed Solely 
by the Private Sector, 1700-1840 
Decade Cost of % of total' 
buildings eX;Eenditure on 
.- Eublic buildin~s 
£ 
1700 .;. 09 1,984 72 
1710 - 19 2,161 85 
1720 - 29 i 6,483 88 
1730 - 39 ·832. 37 
1740 - 49 900 9 
1750 - 59 10,935 95 
1760 - 69 11,210' 74 
1770 - 79 44,922 .. - 86 
1780 - 89 27,285 79 
1790 - 99 70,205 78 
1800 - 09 40,425 74 
1810 - i9 81,595 50 
1820 - 29 265,513 61 
1830 - 40 286,150 73 
850,600 70 
-
Source: The gazetteer. 
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served charitable or religious purposes and brought their benefactors 
no tangible re"'lard. Between 1600 and 1770, several places of worship, 
. almshouses, grammar schools and charity schools were financed in this 
way; thereafter, until 1840, the provision of almshouses and schools 
was less frequent, and the financin~ of places of worship became the· 
most common form of individual benefaction. Usually, the benefactors 
were wealthy merchants or landowners, and in many cases held civic 
office or were Lords of Manors. Two notable examples from the 
seventeenth century are John Harrison of Leeds, and Nathaniel 
Waterhouse of Halifax • Harrison was a wealthy cloth merchant and 
. onetime mayor of Leeds, and between 1619 and 1639 he built a market 
cross, a church, a grammar school and a set of almshouses for the 
1 ~ town. Waterhouse was a wealthy landowner and Lord of the Manor 
of Halifax, and in the first half of the seventeenth century he 
provided Halifax with a workhouse, a set of almshouses, and a 
. 2 
charity school. (While Harriso.Il and Waterhouse gave buildings 
during their 'lifetimes. many other benefactors left funds for 
erecting public buildings as bequests in their wills.) However, 
the scale of the activities of these two men was exceptional; 
most benefactors restricted their activities to the provision of 
only one or two buildings. For example, Josiah Jenkinson built a 
set of almshouses at Leeds c.1643; Edward Bennett financed t~e 
erection of an Independent chapel at Sheffield, opened in 1774; 
. 
Caleb Crowther financed the building of a set of almshouses at 
. 1. J.Sprittles, "Links with Bygone Leeds",Thors.Sl')C.Pubns •. LII 
(1969), 6-27. 
2. J.Watson, The History and Antiquities of the Parish of 
Halifax in Yorkshire (1'175), pp.b3b-9. 
, 
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Wakefield c.1838. There were several people whose one benefaction 
was the erection ~f an Anglican church: for example, Benjamin Haigh 
Allen at Huddersfield, 1817-19,· John J'arratt at Doncaster, 182'7-8, 
John Wood at Bradford,,1836-8. 
Individuals also provided a small number of public buildings which 
brought them tangible benefits. These consisted of manorial court 
houses and prisons, and market buildings. Since a manor was 
essentially a unit of property, and manor courts were established 
to administer and protect the private property of the lord of the 
.manor, lay and clerical lords were acting as essentially private 
. and self-interested individuals when they provided premises to house 
, their courts and hold their prisoners.1 Several manorial court 
houses and prisons were built between 1600 and 1840: for example, 
at some time before 1777 the Duke of Norfolk built a manorial prison 
at; Sheffield, and gave substantiaL,financial. support in 1700 to the 
erection of a town hall in which.his manorial courts were to be held. 
Also it seems likely that a moot hall or manorial court house was 
built in Wakefield during the seventeenth century. Certainly, the 
Archbishop of York erected a court house and a prison in Ripon in 
the years immediately prior to 1806 to cater for the affairs of the 
Liberty of Ripon. Similar buildings were erected in other towns. 
Nevertheless, the most'impressive part of individuals' self-interested 
activities was their provision of a small number of market buildings. 
1. S. and B. Webb, English Local Government: Part III The Hanor 
and the Borough (1900), part I, esp. p.13. 
; 
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In most cases the person providing the building was the Lord of the 
Manor and the owner of sizable areas of land in its locality. The 
Lord of the Hanor provided the cloth hall at Halifax in 1700; 
similarly, Sir John R~sden provided the cloth hall at Huddersfield; 
the dukes of Norfolk, who owned most of the land in central 
Sheffield, provided the-town's market places in the 1780's and 
again in the 1820's, the latter scheme inc~uding the erection of 
the corn exchange. The corn exchange opened at Wakefield in 1820 
was one of the few examples of a market building provided by an 
individual who was not a landowner or Lord of a Hanor; it was 
built by a local business man and banker, Thomas Rishworth. 
( The second sourc~ of private funds for erecting public buildings, 
provision by groups of up to twelve people, is worth only scant 
attention since its use was so infrequent. - A few almshouses were 
j~intly financed, for example Hop~~nson's and Crowther's almshouses 
in Halifax in the seventeenth century, and occasionally workhouses. 
were financed in this way, for example Doncaster workhouse, but 
little else. The only known example of a non-Charitable building 
_ financed by a small group of people was the Bazaar and Shambles 
built at Leeds, 1823-5, which was financed by two brothers who were 
in partnership. 
The third source of private funds for public buildings, the collective 
voluntary contributions of large numbers of people, was the most 
important of the three sources. Prior to 1700, only a small number 
of public buildings were financed by this method; most of these were 
places of worship or schools. However, after 1700 it was used much 
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more frequently and financed an increasingly extensive range of public 
bui;Ldings. In the period from 1750 to 1840, particularly during the 
last forty years, it was easily the most fruitful source of private 
funds for public buildings. 
Collective voluntary contributions played a major part in the finance 
of charitable and religious buildings, and,. with a few exceptions,· 
were almost the only source of funds for medical institutions, non-
conformist chapels, and the National and Lancasterian Schools. In 
general, the groups of people who financed these buildings had no 
claims to the ownerships of the premises, although in some cases 
contributions brought various privileges. There were exceptions 
( however, some churches, for example, were financed by the sale of pews. 
The "donation" of a specified sum would buy the'donor a pew, which 
became his freehold property. Pew sales helped to finance churches 
such as Holy Trinity, Leeds, 1721-7, st. James', Sheffield, 1787-9, 
and St. John's Wakefield, opened in 1795. 
After 1700, with the few exceptions which have already been noted, 
virtually every privately financed public building, intended neither 
for charitable, judiCial, nor religious purposes, was financed by 
collective contributions; these contributions were made by the 
purchase of shares in private companies formed to build and manage 
the premises concerned.. Between 1761 and 1840 at least 34 of the 
most costly public buildings in the Riding were financed by this 
method. They included markets and commercial premises such as the 
Market Places and Shambles at Rotherham and Halifax, the South Market 
and the Central Harket at Leeds, the Commercial Buildings at Leeds, 
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Sheffield, and Barnsley, the Exchange Buildings at Bradford, and corn 
exchanges at Leed~ and Wakefield. Examples of other types of 
buildings financed in this way were: Sheffield's Assembly Rooms 
and Theatre, 1761-2, the Halifax theatre, 1789-90, the Leeds Music 
Hall, 1792-3, the Wakefield ~blic Rooms, 182l-3, and the zoological 
gardens and baths in both Sheffield and Leeds. Companies were also 
formed to erect buildings in the educational sphere, for ex~ople the 
philosophical halls at Huddersfield and Leeds, the collegiate and 
proprietary schools, and several libraries and newsrooms. Finally, 
even celleteries such as those at Halifax and Sheffield, were financed 
.by companies. 
The legality of most of these companies was dubious, since only a 
few had obtained the Act of Parlia~ent or Royal Charter which was 
required by law for the formation of a joint-stock company.1 Only 
the companies established to provide market places and cemeteries 
obtained Acts of Parliament. However, despite legal doubts, the 
companies for which detailed evidence is available seem to have 
functioned like ordinary joint-stock companies: apart from the fact 
that their shareholders were sometimes denominated "the·proprietors", 
their shares were freely transferable and potential difficulties 
with regard to lawsuits and legal matters were circumvented by 
empowerine either the trustees or the management committee of the 
company to act as a legal entity on the shareholders' behalf. 2 
The number of shareholders in the companies varied considerably, 
1. For further details of the lee;al position of joint stock companies 
see: B.A. Shannon, "The Coming of General Limited Liability", 
Economic History . II (1931) t 267-91. 
2. See the trust deeds for the South and Central Harkets and the 
Commercial BuildinGS at Leeds, and the Corn ExchanGe at Wakefield, 
1837-40 - references given in the cazeteer. 
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ranging from 12 "proprietors" in the case of Halifax's theatre, to 
101 in Wakefield's Public Rooms, 155 in the Leeds Commercial Buildings 
and 182, or more in the West Riding Proprietary School. The denomi-
nation of shares range~ from £l to £lOO, but shares of .£25 and £50 
were most common. 
In an attempt to identify the type of person who purchased shares 
in these companies, the occupations and places of residence and 
business of the shareholders in four Leeds building companies have 
been analysed. The companies were established between 1819 ~d 
1825 to build the South Harket, the Central l-1arket, the Commercial 
Buildings and the Public Baths. An analysis of the occupations of 
( their shareholders is presented in Tables IV.2-5. Particular 
occupations have been grouped together in order to distinguish the 
contributions made by shareholders with similar social and economic 
ba~kgrounds: "Widows, Spinsters, ~entlemen, Esquires and Clergy" 
distinguisheS a leisured, landed class; '~ankers, Solicitors, 
Doctors and Surgeons", professional men; ''l1erchants and 'Merchants 
and Nanufacturers''', the merchant class and men who combined 
merchanting with manufacturing; "Retailers and Dealers", tradesmen 
,and people who were described as "dealers" - in general, people who 
were of lower social status than the Leeds merchant class. 
These tables reveal that the bulk of the shareholders had a middle-
class background. None of the shareholders were aristocrats or 
_ knights, and "Retailers and Dealers" and ''l1iscellaneous Occupations", 
the only categories which contained people of less than middle-class 
status, never constitute more than 37 per cent of the shareholders'. 
The most important class of shareholders was "Herchants and 'Her chants 
..... 
Table IV.2 
An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds South' 
Market by Occupation 
Occupations 
Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, 
Esquires and Clergy 
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors, 
and Surgeons 
Merchants and 'l-~erchants and 
Manufacturers' 
Retailers and Dealers 
Miscellaneous occupations 
Totals 
No. of 
shareholders 
42 
9 
16 . 
21 
12 
100 
Total no.of 
shares held 
130 
39 
100 
82 
49 
400 
111 
Percentar;;e of 
shares in company 
33 
10 
25 
20 
12 
100 
Source: L.C.D. 12716, the company trust deed, 6 August 1830; 
E.Baines, 1822 D • 
Table IV.3 
An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds Central 
Market by Occupation 
Occupations 
Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, 
Esquires and Clergy 
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors, 
and Surgeons 
Merchants and 'Nerchants' and 
Manufacturers' 
Retailers and Dealers 
'Miscellaneous occupations 
. Totals 
No. of 
shareholders 
24 
13 
23 
22 
19 
-101 
Source: L.C.D. 225, the company'trust deed, 
E.Baines, 1822 D. . 
Total no.of 
shares held 
89 
62 
105 
74 
75 
405 
Percentar,e of 
shares in company 
22 
15 
26 
18 
19 
-100 
12 November 1827; 
, 
Table Iv.4 
An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds Commercial 
Buildings by Occupation 
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OccuEations No. of Total no.of PercentaPje of 
shareholders shares held shares in comEanl 
Gentlemen, Esquires and 18 61 
Clergy 
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors 22 95 
and Surgeons 
Merchants and 'Merchants and 74 261 
Manufacturers' 
Retailers and Dealers 18 54 
Miscellaneous occupations 23 71 
-
Totals 155 542 
-
Source: L.C.D. 216, the company trust deed, 2 December 18}O; 
E. Baines, 1822 D. 
Table IV.5 
An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds Public 
Baths by Occupation 
11 
18 
48 
10 
13 
100 
Occupations No. of Total no.of Percentar;e of 
shareholders shares held shares in company 
Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, 5 5 7 
Esquires and Clergy 
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors 
and Surgeons 17 17 24 
Merchants and 'Merchants 28 28 44 
and Nanufacturers' 
Retailers and Dealers 5 5 7 
Miscellaneous Occupations 8 8 11 
Occupations Unknown 5 5 ,7 
-. 
- -Totals 70 70 100 
- -
Source: Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws and Re~lations of the Public Baths 
at Leeds (Leeds, 1826). 
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and Manufacturers'" which held from 25 per cent to 48 per cent of the 
shares. However" the professional men and leisured class also made 
a notable contribution holding from 10 per cent to 24 per cent and 
from 7 per cent to 33 per cent of the shares respectively. The 
distribution of shares betwe~n occupations in the South Market and 
the Central Market companies is remarkably similar, and suggests 
that this distribution might have been typical·· of market companies 
at this time. This suggestion is partic~larly plausible because 
only 6 shareholders from a combined total of 195 held shares in 
both markets. 
Further analysis of the shareholders reveals also that the bulk of 
the finance came from people who lived or worked in the locality. 
All the shareholders in the Baths lived or worked in Leeds; the 
corresponding proportion for the Commercial Buildings was 92 per cent. 
Al~hough the assertion is also generally true for the market companies, 
they did have' a notable group of shareholders with neither places 
of residence nor business in Leeds; 33 p~r cent of the shareholders 
in the South Harket Company and 22 per cent in the Central Market 
company. 1 
Finally, the analysis of shareholdings in this small group of companies 
hints also at the presence of a class of person who made a habit of 
purchasing shares in public building companies: 17 people had shares· 
in three or more of the companies, 22 others had shares in both the 
- Baths and the Co~~ercia1 Buildings, and 7 more had shares in the 
1. Details of places of residence and business were derived from 
the companies' trust deeds and E. Baines, 1822 D. passim. 
174 
Baths and either the South Market or the Central Market. 
Similar analysis was carried out on the shareholdings ·of three 
companies established to erect public buildings at Wakefield - the 
buildings were the Public Ro~ms; a corn exchange which was proposed 
in 1825 but never built; and the West Riding Proprietary School. 
Unfortunately, the data available are less.full than those for the 
Leeds buildings, and differences in contemporary classification of 
occupations make comparisons more difficult. Nevertheless, the 
data reveal several important similarities to the findings for, the 
. Leeds companies. 
Table 1v.6, which analyses the occupations of the shareholders in 
the Wakefield Public Rooms company, shows that, like the shareholders 
in the Leeds companies, most shareholders whose occupations could 
b~ identified were middle-class; .approximately two-fifths of the 
shares were held by professional men, one-fifth by leisured people, 
and another fifth by merchants. Likewise, the bulk of the finance 
came from people who lived or worked in the locality: at least 60 
per cent of the shares were held by Wakefield people.1 
Table 1V.7 gives the occupations of 26 potential shareholders in 
Wakefield's abortive corn exchange. Unfortuna~ely, the occupations 
. of over one-third of the potential shareholders could not be identified, 
but a breakdown of the remainder is highly significant. Almost 
1. Forty per cent of the shares were held by people who were not 
mentioned in the trade directory for the town. This suggests 
either that they lived in Wakefield and simply were not mentioned 
in the directory, or that they lived outside the town. Quite 
probably they lived close to \-lakefield. . 
Table Iv.6 
An Analysis of the Shareholders in \-/akefie1d Public 
Rooms by Occupation 
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occupations No. of Total No. Percenta£:e Percentap;e of 
'share- of shares of shares shares held 
holders held in ComEanz b;l shareholders 
with known 
occupations 
Aristocrats, Gentlemen 9 17 11 19 
and Clergy • 
Bankers, Solicitors, 24- 36 24 39 
Doctors and Surgeons 
Merchants 13 19 13 21 
Retailers and Dealers 11 11 7 12 
Miscellaneous 6 8 '5 9 
occupations 
occupations unknown 37 61 40 
-
Totals 100 152 100 100 
-
Source: \'lakefield Public Rooms Papers: ~ubscription deed, 23 February 
1820; E.Baines, 1822 D. 
• The aristocrats consisted of one earl and three knights. 
Table IV.7 
An Analysis of the Prospective Shareholders in the 
Abortive Corn Exchanp:e at \'lakefield by Occupation • 
occupations 
Solicitors and Surgeons 
Corn Factors, Corn 
Dealers and Haltsters 
Hiscel1aneous Occupations 
Totals, 
No. of 
Share-
holders 
4 
16 
6 
26 
Total No.of 
shares held 
9 
48 
9 
66 
Percenta~e of 
shares included 
in table 
14 
72 
14 
-100 
-
Source: Goodchild Collection: Subscription,deed, 16 June 1825; 
E.Baines, 1822 D. 
• The table shows the occupations of the 26 shareholders, out of 
a total of 46; whose occupations could be identified. These 
shareholders subscribed for slightly over half the shares in 
the prospective company. 
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three-quarters of the shareholders whose occupations were identified 
were associated w~th the corn trade, and therefore were likely to use 
the premises. Significantly, two-fifths of the shareholders lived 
outside Wakefield, coming from Leeds, Huddersfield, Halifax, Malton 
and York. 
Analysis for the West Riding Proprietary School is even more 
restricted because it is only possible to give a breakdown of the 
. 1 
shareholders' places of residence. This reveals that, while a 
great deal of the finance came from Wakefield itEclf, the institution 
, really was a West Riding enterprise; approximately one-third of 
the 182 shareholders were Wakefield men, one-quarter of the share-
holders ca~e from Leeds, Halifax and Hudders!ield, and the majority 
of the remainder came from places scattered allover the West Riding. 
Surprisingly, five shareholders came from Manchester, Liverpool and 
B~rmingham. There can be no doubt that the shareholders were middle-
cla,ss, because the school was founded' to cater specifically for the 
sons of middle-class fa~ilies. 
1. A list of shareholders with their places of residence and the 
number of shares purchased is appended to West Riding Proprietary 
School, ~le Proceedin~s at the Openin~ of •••• (Wakefield, 1834), 
pp.72-6. 
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II 
The prospect of profit was one of the principal incentives which led 
private individuals to finance the erection of public buildings. 
Profit might accrue from an Undertaking in two ways: in the form of 
a direct financial return on the capital laid out, such as a dividend 
from a share or rent; or, alte~natively, by producing an increase in 
the returns from the financers' business activities. This section 
discusses the incentive given by a direct financial return. 
The markets and commercial buildings erected at Leeds in the 1820's 
are excellent examples of public buildings which were largely the 
product of a desire for a direct financial return on capital. As 
we have seen in the cases of the South and Central Markets: firstly, 
at most only 20 per cent of the shareholders pursued occupations 
. 
I 
that implied they might use the premises as retail outlets, i.e. 
the "Retailers and Dealers"; secondly, a high percentage of the 
shareholders belonged to a leisured class who had no readily apparent 
commercial or business interests which might be stimulated by the 
provision of a market; thirdly, a substantial number of the share-
holders had neither places of business nor residence in Leeds, and 
therefore would not frequent the markets as customers. It seems 
that the prospect of a direct financial return was the only major 
incentive which remained. Shareholdings in the Commercial Buildings 
show a similar range of occupations to those for the South and Central 
Markets. . However, here it might be argued that the profit motive is 
likely to have been weak because the facilities offered by the building 
were suitable for the use of all the shareholders.. Although this 
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argument is plausible, there is a good deal of evidence in addition 
to shareholder analysis which proves that the prospect of a direct 
profit not only encouraged the provision of this building but also 
the two markets just discussed and two other Leeds enterprises from 
the 1820's, the Bazaar and Shambles, and the Corn Exchange. 
In the early 1820's the yield from Consols,. i.e. Government securities, 
and the rates of interest demanded for substantial loans, suggest 
that 4 per cent was considered to be a very acceptable rate of 
return on capital. With this in mind, it is not difficult to 
,appreciate the attraction of the Leeds.schemes to potential investors. 
The projectors of markets must have been particularly encouraged by 
assertions such as one made in August 1823 that a covered market 
recently erected in Liverpool paid over 20 per cent to its company 
1 
of shareholders. Likewise, potential investors in the Commercial 
Bu~ldings were encouraged by the Leeds Intelligencer which claimed that 
a similar institution in Manchester, the Exchange Rooms, yielded "a 
very considerable profit to the proprietors"i 2 a profit which a 
later advocate of the Leeds scheme asserted was in the region of 
7 - 10 per cent.3 The whole tone of the contemporary newspaper 
reports and of speeches at dinners and ceremonies connected with the 
five Leeds projects was that, while being of great benefit to the 
town,the enterprises would repay their projectors handsomely. 
Frederick Rinder, one .of the partners projecting the Bazaar and 
Shambles, expressed precisely these sentiments when he laid the 
1. 1ir. 28 August 1823. 
2. Ibid. 13 May 1824. 
3. ~. 27 May 1824. 
r 
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foundation stone of the building. He felt confident that "the 
speculation will b~ beneficial to uS'as individuals, and a great 
, 1 1 benefit to the town at arge". 'As in the earlier schemes, the 
promoters of the Corn Exchange seem to have lured potential investors 
with the prospect of high ret~rns; when the scheme was laid before 
the public it was predicted that its yield would be 5 - 6 per cent 
th i · 2 at every m n1mum. 
The incentive of profits must also have encouraged the provision of 
markets in other West Riding towns. . For example, in 1712, Bentley, 
the historian of· Halifax, was much impressed by the size of the 
profits received by the Lord of the Manor in consequence of erecting 
the cloth hall around 17.00.3 Presumably it was the prospect of a 
similar profit which induced Sir John Ramsden to build his cloth hall 
in Huddersfield. Likewise, the prospect of a high return from the 
ne~ market place at Halifax begun in 1810 must also have encouraged 
the subscription of funds. Confidence in a large profit was so great 
that the Act of Parliament which established the market company put a 
legal limit of 10 per cent on its dividends and made elaborate arrange-
ments for the use of the profits in excess"of this limit.4 The 
promoters of the Exchange Buildings at Wakefield in 1837-40, also 
anticipated more than adequate profits. As the prospectus they 
issued in 1836 pointed out, one of the many inducements to invest was: 
"the advantageous results that must accrue to the original shareholders 
_ 1. bl. 19 June 1823. 
2.lbid. 24 Feb. 1825. 
-
'3. J.Crabtree, A Concise Uistor of the Parish and Vicaraf":e of 
Halifax, in the County of York Halifax, Ib30 ,p.'; • 
4. Ibid. pp.333-4, 356-7. 
-
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in the undertaking, as from minute and accurate calculation, the 
Projectors have ev~ry reason to believe, that an Interest of at least 
from Four to Six per cent may be fairly relied upon by the Shareholderstl • 1 
However, markets and commercial amenities were not the only types of 
public building promoted by the prospect of profits. The Theatre 
and Assembly Rooms built at Sheffield in 1761 is a good example of 
. 
a social amenity financed by shareholders, which gave an extremely 
good rate of return of the invested capital. A record of the 
annual dividends for the period 1795.- 1830 shows that, despite 
periodic expenditure on the improvement and repair of the premises, 
the annual yield on the £100 shares was 6 per cent or more in 
twenty-nine of the thirty-six years.2 As a result of these hi~h 
returns shares in the enterprise were at a premium, and sold for 
£130 in 1790, £145 in 1821, and as much as £185 in 1827.3 
The Sheffield Public Baths, commenced in 1836, comprising a bath, 
a public room and residential accommodation, is an example of yet 
r another type of public building which had the potential to yield an 
attractive return. The West Ridin~ Directory for 1837 pointed out 
that: "There is every probability of the speculation yielding a 
4 profit of 7-1CY,'~". 
A further indication of the power of potentially high returns to 
attract funds for bUildings is the relative ease with which money 
1. Wakefield Ex~hange Buildings, Prosnectus (Wakefield, 1836). 
2. S.C.A. J.C.1552. 
3. J.Thomas, The Local Register ••• of Sheffield (Sheffield, 1830), 
pp.65, 165, 192. 
l~. W.White, 1837 D. pp.86"7. 
r 
was raised for different types of buildings. Where the economic 
return was uncertain money tended to come in very slowly~ For 
example, only seventy shareholders could be found for Leeds Public 
Baths instead of the hundred that were originally ~ticipated. 1 . 
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The promoters of ''lakefield Public Rooms also faced severe difficulties 
in the early stages of their project; six months after the commence-
ment of subscriptions they were forced to renew their appeal for 
subscribers because funds were still insufficient to carry out the 
2 
scheme. Similarly, the promoters of the West Riding Proprietary 
School were forced to appeal for ad~itional funds four months after 
, subscriptions had been opened.' 
-In contrast, money was raised speedily and easily for projects such 
as markets and commercial premises, which had a more obvious economic 
potential. The returns predicted for the Leeds markets, already 
noted, produced a rapid inflow of JIloney: it was claimed that Ita 
single dayll sufficed to raise the £20,000 initially required to 
4 finance the South Market; when the Central Market was originally 
projected in 1823, the subscriptions came in with such speed and 
enthusiasm that with £22,000 promised after only two days, the 
projectors decided to extend the scheme and raised the limit on the 
subscription to £40,000.5 The efforts to raise funds for the 
Commercial Buildings and the Corn Exchange met with similar success: 
1. 
3. 
4. 
Leeds Public Baths, B)elaws and Reeulations of the Public Baths 
at Leeds (Leeds, 1826 • 
\-lakefield Public Rooms, Public Library and Newsroom (Wakefield, 
1 July 1820) - Y.A.S. 53 L 20. 
West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.62. 
L.I. 30 October 1823. 
Ibid. 10 July 1823. 
- . 
r 
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within eight days of opening subscriptions to the Commercial Buildings 
only 66 of the 600
0 
shares remained to be disposed of;1 within three 
days of opening subscriptions to the Corn Exchange between 100 and 130 
of the 160 shares had been taken up.2 
III 
There were other economic benefits, apart from direct remuneration, 
which might accrue to private individuals if they financed public 
buildings. For example, the erection of a pubiic building could 
improve their business opportunities and profits. Undoubtedly, 
this notion encouraged the provision of most of the West Riding 
cloth halls, Of or , with the exceptions of the first Halifax cloth 
hall and the Huddersfield cloth hall, all the buildings were financed 
either by the merchants or c10tHers who traded in them. Shares in 
the halls brought no financial return but gave the right either to 
occupy a particular stall or room, or simply to trade in the hall. 
Any income that the halls produced from tolls and stall rentals was 
used to maintain and improve the buildings.' The Leeds merchants 
who financed the erection of their town's third \fuite Cloth Hall 
. 1. ~. 9, 16 December 1824. 
2. ~. 24 February 1825. 
, ,. H.Heaton, The Yorkshire t>loollen and 'vlorsted Industries 
(Oxford, 196~), Chapter 11. 
J 
r 
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demonstrated their complete disinterest in obtaining a direct financial 
return from the building by giving it to trustees nominated by the 
clothiers. 1 
The incentive of indirect profit coupled with amenity value can be 
seen at work in the abortive scheme of 1825, referred to earlier, 
to build a corn exchange in Ww{efield. Aawe have seen, almost 
, 
three-quarters of the shareholders whose occupations were identified 
were engaged in ,some branch of the corn trade. This contrasts 
notably with the shareholding in a,s~ightly earlier Wakefield 
enterprise, the-Public Rooms, where less than one-tenth of the' 
, shareholders had associations with the corn trade. 
The hope of improving the general economic and trading climate 
was also an incentive to the provision of public buildings. For 
example, at the laying of the foundation stone of the Bradford 
Exchange Buildings in 1827, a speaker said that he hoped when the 
building was opened that "the Exchange Room would be crowded with 
merchants and manufacturers - and that the streams of commerce 
thence arising would fertilize the surro~ding districtsll • 2 Even 
workhouses attracted private funds because it was thought that their 
establishment could boost trade and prosperity: Nathaniel Waterhouse 
provided the workhouse at Halifax in 1635 in the belief that it "/ould 
reduce the poor rates, the burden of which had caused many skilled 
clothiers to leave the town and thereby leading to its impoveriShment.3 
1. H.I-Ieaton, The Yorkshire \~oollen and "[orsted Industries 
(Oxford, l~G), pp.j6'j-'jl. 
2. ~. 8 February 1837. 
The Letters Patent establishing Waterhouse's Charity 11 September 
1635 - transcribed in J.vtatson, op.cit. pp.592-606. ' 
( 
r 
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. . 
Similarly, in 1719 eleven gentlemen agreed to subscribe £558 annually 
between them to Doncaster Workhouse to relieve the burden of the poor 
rates and "to encourage trade".1 
The provision of a building might also yield returns by increasing 
the value of property or the volume of business in its locality. 
The circumstances surrounding the provisio~ of Leeds Corn ~change 
demonstrate how this type of consideration could promote a building 
project. For centuries Leeds corn market had been situated at the 
top of the town's main street at a place known as Cross Parish. 
However, by the,1820's the facilities for the sale of corn in Cross 
Parish had become grossly inadequate, and consequently an attempt 
, . 2 
was made to move the corn market to another part of the town. 
The response to these efforts was immediate, and a scheme to erect 
a Corn Exchange at Cross Parish was set on foot. Although a list 
o~ shareholders in the company formed to erect the buildine is not 
I .-
. 
extant, the names and addresses of the building committee have 
survived and are highly significant; of the 22 members, 10 had 
retail premises actually in Cross Parish and 5 others had retail 
premises close by.3 
" 
The proprietors' principal objectives were 
explained by John Cawood, one of the leading promoters of the scheme, 
when he laid the foundation stone of the building. They were, he 
2. 
- 3. 
~. 
c.w. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (1st series, 1866), 
p.283. 
~. 17 February 1825. 
Ibid. 24 February, 3 March 1825; the addresses of the committee 
mem-bers and their occupations were ascertained from E. Baines, 
1822 D. passim. 
r 
said: 
to retain on the site of the.ancient corn market the 
future sale of grain - to preserve to the premises 
adjoining this market, that value which time and the 
vicinity to it had placed upon them - and last, 
though not least to give a facility for the sale of 
corn, which the extended population and the growing 
importance of the town and neighbourhood demand. 1 
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Similarly, motivation stemming from promoters' commercial and property 
interests is apparent in the support given.to the South and Central 
Markets in Leeds. A significantly high proportion of their share-
holders had premises in the locality of the particular market to 
which they subscribed~ The South Harket was located south of the 
town across the.River Aire and an analysis of its shareholders' 
business interests reveals that 59 per.cent were based in that area 
2 
of the town. This fact gains in significance when it is realised 
that only about one-fifth of the town's population and business was 
situated south of the river.3 In contrast, the Central l1arket 
w~s sited north of the river and ~ analysis of the business 
interests of 'the shareholders shows that all their business premises 
were also sited north of the river.4 The fact that each market was 
looked upon as a potential stimulus to local trade and property 
values, and a possible detriment to other localities, is suppor.ted 
by the fact that of the canbine~ total of 195 shareholders in the two 
markets, only 6 people held shares in both • 
..... 
1. L.I. 30 August 1827. A fuller account of the circumstances 
surrounding the erection of the corn exchange can be seen in 
K.Grady, "Profit, Property Interests and Public Spirit: The 
Provision of Harkets and Commercial Amenities in Leeds, 1822-29", 
Thors.Soc.Pubns. LIV, part· 3 (1976), 165-195. . ... 
2. Calculated using the data in the companies' trust deeds, and 
E.Baines, 1822 D. 
F.Beckwith, "The Population of Leeds durin"' the Industrial 
Revolution", Thors.Soc.Pubns. XLI (1948), 118-196; W.G.Rimmcr, 
"The Industrial Profile of Leeds", Thors.Soc.Pubns. L (1968), 130-157. 
4. Calculated using the data in the companies'trust deeds, and 
E.Bnines, 1822 D. 
Another inducement to the initiation of public buildings schemes 
was the desire of ~andowners to gainfully exploit their estates. 
In the 1820's when advertisements for the sale of land appeared in 
the.Leeds newspapers it was sometimes suggested that the sites in 
question would be sui table fop particular types ,of public building. 1 
However, there are two main examples of more positive action in 
this respect - the South Harket and the Bazaar and Shambles. The 
South Market was actually proposed by the ,owners of the land on 
which it was erected. It is apparent that they regarded the 
encouragement of the market project as a method of securing a 
profitable sale 'for their land, for although George Banks said that 
it was the necessity and facility of a market for the southern area 
of the town which '~ad induced Mr. Jacques and himself to offer the 
land to the publicn ,2 in fact, of the £6,600 which they received 
for it, only £300 was ploughed back into the enterprise.3 In the 
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ca~e of the Bazaar and Shambles, the involvement of the site's owners 
was absolute for Frederick and Joseph Rinder, the butchers who 
financed the scheme, actUally owned most of the estate on which it 
'4 
r was built. 
1. E.g.!!:.!.. 17 February 1825 - site suitable for a corn exchange. 
2. ~. 19 June 1823. 
3. George B~~ks bought six £50· shares in the market. 
4. ' ~. 12 August 1822; E.Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical 
History of Leeds (Leeds, 1834), It 142-4. ••••• 
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Benevolence and public spirit were two of the principal motives 
which induced private provision of public buildings throughout the 
period 1600 - 1840. Part of the stimulus to charitable works of 
this nature was given by the Church which suggested that they were 
not only desirable, but indeed were the duty of the more affluent 
members of the community. The Rev. William Turner exemplified 
both these points in his sermon, Beneficence Recommended, given in 
1770 in support of the Leeds General Infirmary which was then being , 
built.1 Two of his texts were: 
2 Corinthia."ls ix 8 - And God is able to Iilal~e all 
grace to abound towards you, that ye always, having 
all su~ficiency in all things, may abound to every 
good work •. 
and rather more forcefully: 
Deuteronomy xv 11 - For the poor shall never cease 
out of.the land, therefore I command thee, saying, 
thou shalt open thine hand wide unto thy brother, 
to thy poor, and to the needy of the land. 
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The State also, during the Tudor period, had made considerable efforts 
to encourage charitable giving by affording better legal protection to 
charitable bequests. The Acts of 1572, 1598, and 1601, which 
established the Elizabethan Poor Law, were all accompanied by 
measures which encouraged the establishment of charitable trusts. 
This legislation was of enduring value and, undoubtedly, many of the 
school and almshouse trusts established in the ensuing years owed 
_ their existence to it. 
1. W. Turner, Beneficence Recommended in a Sermon Preached at Hill 
Hill Cha el at Leeds, 14 October lJlO, for the Benefit of the 
General Infirmary Leeds, 17'/0 • 
r 
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Tudor legislation shifted the obligation to relieve the poor from the 
private individual.to the community,and therefore, by the eighteenth 
century, the emphasis of the benevolent activities of the private 
sector moved from poor,relief to other areas of need - principally 
the provision of education and the relief of the sick.1 
J.K. Walker confirmed this point.in his pamphlet of 1828 proposing 
the establishment of an infirmary at Hudder~field: 
The policy of the country, has provided a security 
against lack of food and raiment, but to that best 
of all laws, the law of benevolence, is left the 
delightful task of ministering to the sick.2 
.While the desire to provide medical and educational facilities for 
the poor might have been a natural instinct, Walker, like the Rev. 
Turner, was at pains to point out the obligation of the affluent 
classes. With respect .to the infirmary at Huddersfield he wrote: 
Unfortunately, the number of objects among the sick 
poor, whose lives are sacrificed for want of those 
means which wealth could purchase, is so considerable 
in a populous district, as to make it a matter of 
duty in those who are blessed with the means to 
contribute to their relief. To the poorer classes, 
as the sinews of our local wealth, we are called by 
every principle of duty, to minister succour in their 
hour,of ~istress, especially if b~ought on in our 
serVl.ce. 
In the eyes of contempor~ies, the scope for benevolence and public 
spirit was not restricted to the provision of charitable institutions; 
it was maintained that these motives could playa part even in the 
1. M. Bruce, The Coming of the 1:/elfare State (4th edn. 1968), p.43. 
2. J.K.,Walker, Observations on the Expediency of Establishin4 
Hospl.tals for the Admission ot' a Limited Number of In-Patients, 
in Hanufacturinr: Districts Addressed to the Governors 01' 
Huddersfield Dispensary (Hudderslield, 132u), p.2j. 
3. ~. p.22. 
r 
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provision of buildings. which had distinct commercial advantages and 
profitable returns. For instance, a suggestion that profit was the 
sole motive for building the Central Harket at Leeds was rejected by 
one of its trustees and shareholders. At the dinner to celebrate 
the laying of its foundation stone he said: . 
It was the opinion of some that the object they were 
pursuing was personal gain, but as a proof of the 
public spirit of the town he referred·them to our 
Public Baths, Philosophical Hall, Infirmary, Rouse 
of Recovery, Guardian Asylum, Dispensary, Mechanics 
Institute and other institutions that might have been 
1 named. 
Another speaker in praise of the proprietors said that he was well 
I 
aware that "their profit and advantage" was not their only object, 
. 
but their actions had also "sprung from the purest motives of 
'patriotism". 2 Similar comments and claims were made about the 
motives of the proprietors of the other markets and commercial 
facilities built at the time, and it seems impossible to distinguish 
I 
them completely from other contemporary improvements whose provisions 
more clearly stemmed from benevolence and public spirit. 
However, contemporaries were not completely deceived by the charitable 
aspect of their fellows and realized that the desire for public acclaim 
and display of one's wealth often accompanied charitable works. As 
"An Observing Traveller" pointed out with respect .to the provision 
of places of worship at Leeds in 1791: 
In so opulent a place as Leeds, there are private 
people to be found, doubtless, sufficiently well 
meaning and pious to erect monuments of this kind 
to their own ~ and to public uti1ity.3 
1. ~. 2 December 1824 • 
. 2. Ibid. 
3. hl. 2L~ February 1791. 
r 
The idea of building oneself a place in history was similarly 
referred to at the opening of the West Riding'Proprietary Schoo~ in 
1834: 
One lasting source of consolation will result to 
them the founders, that, not only have they benefited 
the children of their own generation, but they have 
prepared similar advantages to unborn thousands, 
and raised a more enduring monument for themselves, 
than one produced by the chisel of the sculptor.1 
Beyond the motive of outward show, there were other more mercenary 
motives for providing buildings, which might be mistaken for the 
products of pure benevolence. Self-interest was particularly 
'noti'ceable in the provision of medical institutions. As the Leeds 
Intellieencer pointed out with respect to the Leeds fever hospital: 
The Laws of Self-preservation as well as motives 
of Benevolence call upon us to avert such a 
. consequence the closure of" the House of Recovery 
an establishment affording a ready and safe Asylum 
to the Poor but also security to the more Opulent 
by the Reception of their Apprentices and Servants 
when attacked with Fever over the last 26 years. 2 
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Similar motives were revealed in the case made out for establishing 
the infirmary in Huddersfield. Infirmaries were extolled for their 
role as places of medical instruction 'and investigation. 
continued that: 
From the wards of infirmaries have emanated some 
of our most useful discoveries in medicine, and 
thus it is that the affluent part of society are 
amply repaid for the support of such institutions.3 
The author 
Some of the motives for the provision of Leeds Infirmary were possibly 
even less laudable. S.T.Anning, the historian of the institution, 
1. \1est Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.13. 
2. L.I. 22 January 1831. 
3. J.K. ~/alker, op.cit. p.9'! 
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suggests that altho~gh its establishment reflected a rising sense 'of 
social responsibility, it was the economic necessity of a hospital 
'which was paramount. The institution's management committee had no 
qualms about admitting,this. In their first report they said: . 
There are many useful and industrious Manufacturers 
and Labourers who, whilst they are in Health, are able 
to provide well for the present Subsistence of them-
selves and Families, but with all their economy can 
make no great provision against the time of sickness. 
And others who have no care of a family, will incon-
siderately spend the fruits of their labour as it 
comes in. Now when any of these are by Sickness, or 
Accidental Hurt, unfit for work, they are commonly 
unable to procure any medical assistance: \olhereas 
by the advantage of an Infirmary, many of them will 
probably soon be restored to the strength and Capacity 
of Labour. 1 
In other words, an Infirmary would not only reduce the burden of the 
poor rates but would also ensure the speedy return of workers to the 
service of the middle classes. It seems that economic motivation 
extended even to the provision of churches and chapels. A Catholic 
I 
chapel was built in Huddersfield in 1832 by a number of Protestant 
, . 
businessmen because they valued Irish labour and thought that a new 
church would keep new workpeople in the town. 2 
Even when the people who financed a building or institution had 
purely benevolent motives, it was possible that the initiators of 
a scheme had self-interest at heart. Robert Baker pointed this out 
in an attack on the medical profession in Leeds in 1827: 
It was said that the Dispensary was instituted to 
relieve the Infirmary of its overplus of patients; -
1. Quoted in S.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963), 
I, 3 - 4. , 
2. R. Brooke,. The Story of Huddersfie1d (1968), p.128. 
r 
I think it will not be doubted that that was the 
motive, on the part of the Subscribers, but still, 
at the same time, it afforded an admirable oppor-
tunity for l-iedical men to get into office. 1 
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In conclusion, it would be cynical to suggest that most "charitable" 
works were produced largely ~y selfish motives, for it is clear that 
in ,many cases pure charity was readily forthcoming in times of need. 
As G.C. Holland noted in the early nineteenth century, when discussing 
Sheffield's charitable institutions: 
The tendency of the present age is a mania towards 
the establishment of Charitable Institutions •••• 
The spring of charity is perennial in its flow, 
. and gushes with a force proportionate to the demands 
and claims'which are made upon it. 2 
This comment seems equally applicable to the benevolence of the 
private sector in the two preceding centuries., 
v 
.... -
When the motives of profit and benevolence are set aside, there can 
be no doubt that the desire to make life more comfortable, more 
enjoyable, and more cultured was a notable force encouraeing the 
private provision of public buildings. People felt that growing 
wealth should be accompanied by higher moral and educational 
1. R. Baker, Remarks on the Abuses in the Infirmary and an Inquiry 
into the Advunta:;es and Disadvantaf"es of a Public Disncnsar in 
Leeds Leeds, 102'1 , pp.ll - 12. 
2. G.C. Holland, An Inquiry into the Moral, Social and Intellectual 
Condition or ~hc I~d~str~ous Classes of ~heifield: Part I, The 
Abuses and' .l!;v~ls 01 ~harl ty, especially of hedical C~lari taole 
Institutions (1039), pp. 131, o~. 
r 
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standards, and improved amenities for business and social activities. 
During the seventeenth century there is little evidence of efforts 
to improve the amenities of life other than for mercenary or 
benevolent motives. ~owever, from the beginning of the eighteenth 
century, and particularly from the 1760's, people became increasingly 
. 
concerned with improving the quality of life, rather than just 
increasing material wealth. T.D. Whitake~ noted this change in 
the West Riding in the mid-eighteenth century: . 
The general state of trade and manners appears to have 
continued nearly the same [in the century before 1760). 
But soon after the commencement of the present reign 
. [George III] a general stimulus appears to have 
operated ort the intelligence, the morals, and the 
religious character of the nation. Of this the great 
trading towns partook in proportion to their general . 
activity and the increase of their population •••• 
But till then an habitual acquiescence in every hardship 
and every absurdity which had descended from their 
ancestors prevented them from reflecting, and much 
more from acting upon what they felt. At that time 
it was held a good practical answer to every proposal 
for improvement that such inconveniences had immemoriallY1 
existed. Public spirit, however began now to dawn •••• 
He went on to use the removal of the cloth market in Leeds from the 
open air into cloth halls as an example of the desire for a higher 
quality of life and attributed the provision of the Leeds assembly 
room in 1775 to "a rising spirit of elegan~e in the town".2 
../ 
The rising enthusiasm for the social amenities of life in the 1770's 
was noted also by Tate Wilkinson, the well-known theatrical agent, 
with reference to Doncaster: 
I closed Wakefield Theatre on Saturday, September 21, 
and opened the new Theatre 'at Doncaster on Honday, 
1. T.D. Whitaker, Lordis and Elmete (Leeds, 1816), pp.82 - 3. 
2. Ibid. p.83. 
September 23, 1776 •••• and a pretty elegant theatre 
it then was and now is. O~ course, the novelty of 
the theatre and the numerous attendance at the Races 
made it a fashionable place of resort. But the 
assembly rooms kept the ladies entirely away from the 
three race nights. On Friday 'the town is thinned, 
and on Saturday everybody is quite tired out. 1 
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A report on the state of Leeds in 1819 indicates that the process of 
change sped on with renewed vigour into the nineteenth century: 
There is an evident alteration taking place in the 
character of the people of Leeds. They are putting 
off in some degree that rudeness which is peculiar 
to them, enlightened pursuits are more cultivated, 
and the elegancies and comforts of life are more 
sought after.2 
In the case of market buildings, their amenity value in bringing 
business under cover was unchallenged and undoubtedly gave strength 
to the support for them. Equally, the provision of theatres and 
assembly rooms resulted in great measure from the desire for not 
only more entertainment but also more comfortable facilities in 
which to hold it. The promoters of a scheme to build a concert 
room in Leeds in 1785 suggested that their scheme had been occasioned 
by "A Desire to promote some Rational Amusement for the General 
Entertainment of the Ladies and Gentlemen of this Town and Neighbourhood".3 
) 
A dcsire to cater for the "elegancies and comforts of life" was not 
restricted to the inhabitants of Leeds and Doncaster. For example, 
'th~ Exchange Buildings ~uilt at Bradford, 1827-9, were partially a 
product of the inconvenience experienced by the inhabitants of the 
town owing to the lack of a suitable room to accommodate balls. 
1. Extract from Tate Wilkinson's Hemoirs quoted in J.S. Fletcher, 
The History of the St. Ler:er Stakes 1776-1901 (1902) 
2. Hertfordshire County Records Office T.L.9:.>l, Report of surveyors 
to Earl Cowper on his Leeds estatcs, 1819 • 
• 
3. hl. 1 November 1785. 
1 Hitherto, they had used the town's court house for this purpose. 
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Where profits accrued to the proprietors of a building, it is difficult 
to distinguish between,the profit-motive and the desire for amenity. 
However, if a building was called forth by its profitable nature, 
then the demand for its facilities was the root cause of its 
provision. 
The clearest instances of buildings proooted by a desire for amenity 
are those which brought no financial return to their proprietors • 
. The cloth halls, to some extent, are cases in point because most 
. 
of them were provided by merchants or clothiers who used the buildings 
but gained no direct financial return from their investment. 
There are better examples in the educational sphere: for instance, 
the principal reward for the shareholders in the West Riding 
Pr~prietary School was the right t~. send their children and male 
relatives or ·nominees there.2 The school was specifically adapted 
to the needs of middle-class boys, providing them with a commercial 
education, and was built because there was no amenity of its type 
in the West Riding. The promoters felt that while schools had 
recently been provided for the poor and the upper classes, the middle 
classes had been neglected. As tho principal of the new school 
explained: 
Many of our old Establishments i.e. Public Schools are, 
from various circumstances, either of expense, of 
situation, or the necessary limitation of their numbers 
confined in some measure to the higher and wealthier 
'1. L.I. 10 February 1825. 
2. ~/est Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. pp.66 - 7. 
I 
, 
classes; and thus that highly important class, placed 
between these, and the lower orders, on which so much 
of the welfare of the country depends, would, without 
more extended and less expensive means of obtaining 
improvement, be left far behind in the race of mental 
CUltivation. 1 
. , 
The primary motive of amenity was also present in the provision of 
libraries, philosophical halls and mechanics' institutes, where the 
proprietors used the buildings and received no profits. 
l 
The best example of the incentive given by amenity value concerns 
Leeds Public Baths, built 1819-20. Disregarding the motives of 
. the original shareholders, interest centres on the motives of the 
shareholders in a company which took over the baths in 1837. The 
fortunes of the Public Baths had begun to decline in the 1830's, 
and by 1836 revenue had dwindled until it was too small to meet 
196 
costs, let alone pay a dividend to the shareholders. Consequently, 
it; was decided to close the baths •. _ However, the outcry caused by 
the prospect 'of losing this amenity was so great that a new company 
was formed to save them. In view of the unprofitable nature of 
the establishment there can be little doubt that amenity was the 
shareholders' primary concern. 
1. ~RidinG Proprietary School, op.cit. p.62. 
2. Leeda f.~ercury 2, 9, 16 July, 20 Auc;ust 1836; Leeds New Baths 
Company, Extrncts from the Trust Deed •••• (Leeds, 1837) 
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CHAPTER v 
URBAN RIVALRY, UlULATION AND CIVIC PRIDE 
Although the two previous chapters have highlighted significant 
differences between the factors which influenced the provision of 
public buildings by the public and private sectors, they have also 
revealed similarities. Both sectors, for example, were influenced 
by economic considerations and the desire for amenity. In addition 
to these, there were other common factors at work: firstly, both 
sectors in a town were influenced by the provision of public 
buildings in other towns; secondly, their activities were affected 
by a consciousness that the state of their town came under the 
scrutiny of outsiders. This chapter makes a detailed examination 
of these two common factors. 
I 
There is a substantial amount of evidence to show that townspeople's 
knowledge of the provision of public buildings in other towns 
induced them to provide similar institutions for their own town. 
Sometimes, they merely borrowed the idea of providing a building to 
house a particular amenity, but in many cases they actually studied 
• 
other towns' institutions with a view to adopting the most advantageous 
features for the design of their own building. In extreme cases the 
buildings erected were almost exact architecturnl copies of institutions 
in other towns. The process of emulation was established by the 
beginning of the eighteenth c~ntury. However, the most abundant 
evidence of its existence is available from the 1760's onwards, 
and indicates that it affected almost every category of public 
buildings. 1 
The most extensive evidence of emulation is associated with medical 
institutions. The provision of Leeds Infirmary in the late 1760's 
is the earliest example of the process at work. When the scheme 
was first proposed, the founders of the institution sought advice 
on various subjects from one of the trustees of the Manchester 
,Infirmary.2 The establishment of Sheffield Infirmary is an 
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example of. even more direct emulation since its premises, which were 
opened in 1797, were actually built and planned with Northampton 
Infirmary as a model.3 Similar cases occurred in the early 
nineteenth century. For example, prior to the erection of the 
We~t Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum,.).8l6-l8, its architects, Watson 
. 
and Pritchett', visited "several of the best constructed,Asylums in 
the kingdom, particularly 'the celebrated one at Glasgow" with a 
view to incorporating'their best features in the prospective design.4 
Similarly, when it was decided that purpose-built premises were 
required for the Leeds Dispensary soon after its establishment in 
1824, various people associated with the in,stitution were requested to 
obtain sketches and details of the costs of the dispensary buildings 
1. Places of worship are one of the few categories of building for 
which I have found no evidence of emulation. 
2. S.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963), I, 4. 
3. J.D. Leader and S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Royal 
Infirmary (Sheffield, lb97), p.13. 
4. \1atson an.d Pritchett, Pla."1s, Elevations, Sections and Dcscri tion 
of the Pauper Lunatic Asylur:-I lately erected at \'Jar.et'ield (lol';J , 
introduction. 
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at Birmingham and Liverpool.1 
Perhaps the most explicit evidence for the existence of the emulative 
process is provided by. a large pamphlet published in 1828 in support 
of a scheme to build an infirmary at Huddersfield. 2 It not only 
demonstrates that people were aware of provisions elsewhere, but 
also shows that they drew their inspiration from an impressively wide 
geographical area. The pamphlet, which was followed by the building 
of the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg Infirmary, 1829-31, gave 
examples of medical provisions scattered allover England. ~e 
.pr~visions and costs were cited for towns ~uch as Leeds, Bradford, 
Halifax, ~incoln, Hereford, Colchester, Durham, Taunton, Northampton, 
Newcast1e-upon-Tyne and many mOre. 
However, emulation was by no means restricted to the medical sphere. 
For example, in 1786 when it was decided to rebuild and enlarge the 
West Riding House of Correction, the magistrates ordered at Quarter 
Sessions that: 
the Deputy Clerk of the Peace use his endeavours to 
procure plans of any Houses of Correction that are 
recommended to him as worthy of imitation and in 
particular of the plans ~d regulations now adopted 
in the County of Suffolk. 
Emulation also featured in the provision for education and the 
advancement of knowledge. For example, the Sheffield Subscription 
Library was commenced in 1771 "on the model of one recently established 
4 
at Leeds". . Similarly, the establishment of the West Ridin~ 
. 1. S.T. Anning, "The Leeds Public Dispensary", Thors.Soc.Pubns. 
LIV, part 2, (1975), 135-6. The scheme was abortive. 
2. J.K.,Walker, Observations on the Ex?edicncy of Establishin~ 
Hos l.tals •••• Addressed to the Governors of Hudderst'ie1d 
Dispensary Uudders1'ield, 1020 , passim. 
3. W.R.Q.S. Order Books, Doncaster Sessions 18 January 1786. 
4. A. Gatty, Sheffield Past and Present (Sheffield, 1873), pp.152-3. 
Proprietary School at Wakefield, 1833-4, followed the example of 
sev~ral institutions which had "recently been established in the 
. . 
south of England and in Edinburgh and had been attended with 
universal success".1 
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Provisions in other towns also had a distinct influence on the sphere 
of marketing and commerce. This is illustrated by a letter from 
the mysterious ''B.N.'' to the Leeds Intelligencer in 1822 in which 
the correspondent writes: 
e 
I beg to submit to those readers interested in the 
improvement of the town whether or not, besides the 
erection o~ our Philosophical Hall, the Baths, and 
. the intended New Churches, an eleeant Exchange and 
Newsroom, after the plan ~f those of Manchester or 
Liverpool, is not wanted. 
In fact, the example of Liverpool and Mancheste~ in the provision of 
this type of amenity was of especial importance to developments in 
Leeds. In suggesting the erection of a public market in 1822, the 
I 
mayor of Lee~s referred the inhabitants to a covered market recently 
built in Liverpool and suggested that a similar venture would be 
successful in their own town.3 Likewise, when the design for 
the town's Central Harket was chosen the Leeds Intel1ip'encer 
disclosed that it would be a covered market "on the same principle 
. 4 
as that erected at Liverpool". Again, some aspects of the design 
for the town's Free Harket were copied from a similar market in 
Manchester.5 
1. West Riding Proprietary School, The Proceedinr,s at the Openinr, of 
.:..:..:.:.. (~I~efie1d, 1834), p.61. 
2. ~. 15 July 1822. 
3. Ibid. 5 Au~~st 1822. 
4. Ibid. 15 July 1824. 
5. Ibid. 15 NC?vember 1827. 
Finally, the process of emulation is also evident in the sphere of 
leisure and entertainment. When the idea of building a theatre at 
Doncaster was proposed in 1770 the town corporation ordered that 
plans and estimates should be obtained for the playhouses at 
1 
Scarborough, Stamford, and H~ll. Imitation was clearly apparent 
once more when the same 'corporation erected a grandstand, 1777-8; 
I 
the stand closely resembled one erected at York three years earlier 
and the same architect, John Carr, was chosen to supervise the 
, 2 
work. ' Similarly, the provision of amenities primarily for 
outdoor recreation was also influenced by developments elsewhere. 
, For example, a scheme for establishing a zoological garden at 
Leeds was.revived in 1836 70wing to the success of similar gardens 
in'Sheffield, London and Liverpool.3 
II 
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Attention now turns to an examination of the direction of the emulative 
process, and an attempt is made to establish which towns led the way 
in the provision of buildings. The most important point to make at 
the outset is tha~, with the possible exception o~ the cloth halls, 
none of the public buildings provided in the West Riding were original 
in conception. All the West Riding's buildings had precedents in 
other parts of the country. The nature of this situation poses the 
1. Doncaster Corporation, Calendar to the Records of the BorOUGh of 
Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV, 241. 
2. H.E.C. Stapleton, ed. A Sldlful t-~nster Builder (York, 1975), p.40. 
3. Leeds Hercury 6 Au~st 1836. 
question of whether ideas on the provision of buildings were trans-
mitted directly fr~m towns outside to towns inside the Riding, or 
whether they followed a more circuitous route. It is argued here 
that the latter was the case: in general after 1700 it appears 
that, while Leeds and Sheffi~ld directly emulated developffients in 
towns of a similar size 'and character .outside the West Riding, the 
smaller towns were influenced by developments outside the Riding 
indirectly via the exa~ple of Leeds and Sheffield or the smaller 
West Riding towns which had already followed their example. It 
cannot be denied that there was also a direct transmission of ideas 
to the smaller West Riding towns from without the Riding, but it is 
argued that ~he indirect process of transmission was of greater 
influence. 
The overriding influence on Leeds people of the provision of 
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bu~ldings in Liverpool and Manchester has already been demonstrated, 
but evidence of a similar character is also available for Sheffield; 
it shows that not only did the people of Sheffield imitate provisions 
in towns outside the Riding, but also that they were conscious of 
being led. For example, the West Riding Directory for 1837, commenting 
on the recent provision of the Public Baths, said: 
This useful and long wanted bathing establishment is 
one of the best of the kind in the kingdom, for thou~h 
Sheffield is generally much later than other towns, it 
is usually amongst tLe most 1Udicious in the construc-
tion of public institutions. (my italics) 
Twenty years earlier when moves were afoot to build a new public 
library in the town, Hunter commented: "We seem, however,' to be 
1. W.White, 1837 D. pp.86-7. 
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rousing ourselves. Liverpool and Hanchester have led the way.,,1 
Surprisingly, in view of its importance as the country's capital, London 
does not appear to have been a source of direct emulation. The only 
one of its amenities specifically referred to as being worthy of 
emulation was its Zoological Gardens. In fact, a national 
• periodical, 'The Hirror, even suggested that London might follow 
an example set by Leeds. In a description of the town's Central 
Market opened in 1827 it commented: 
Too much praise cannot be conferred on this and 
similar instances of provincial improvement;; 
while it is much to be regretted that such 
praise cannot be extended to the metropolis of 
England; for, strange to say, LONOON is still 
without a m~ket-place suitable to its commercial 
consequence. ' 
Another town which was notable for its absence when comparisons were 
being made was York.3 References to it appear to have been very 
rare. This administrative and eccles~astical centre of the three, 
Yorkshire Ridings had a population of a similar size to those of 
Leeds and Sheffield in the mid-eighteenth century, but thereafter 
its growth was comparatively slow. By 1841 it was less than one-
third of the size of Leeds, less than half the size of Sheffield, 
and even Bradford had out-grown it. It seems lik~ly that in the 
years leading up to the mid-eighteenth century the town did set an 
example to be followed: its Hansion House (1730), assembly rooms 
(1731-2), hospital (1740), and theatre (1744) all pre-empted 
1. J.IIunter, Hallamshire (1869 edn.), p.129. 
2. The Hirror pp.236-7 - loose pages of the periodical, dated 
c.lb2'/, in Thor.;.Soc. ' 
3. The i~form~tion.in this .paragraph is drawn from n.B. PuGh, ed. 
The Vlctor1a II1stor of the Counties of Enp:land: A Ristor of 
Yorkshire - 'rile City of YorK (1,;: 1), 1)p.212 2) 200 .b')-',O 
,31-3, ,3~l>, !;41-4. ' t , ( t 
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provisions in the 1,olest Riding to\OffiS in either conception or scale. 
However, from the ~id-eighteenth century onwards the roles seem to 
have been reversed: for instance York's subscription library (1794), 
Philosophical Society (1823), public baths (1827), all post-dated-
provisions in Leeds. Moreover, the town remained without a corn 
exchange until 1868 and -its markets were still without shelter at 
the end of the nineteenth century. 
A ranking table, Table V.1, is presented below to support the 
hypothesis that ideas of providing certain types of public building 
_were transmitted from outside the Riding directly to a small group 
of towns within the Riding, and via this group indirectly to other 
Riding towns. The table lists various types of building provided 
and ranks each of the twelve towns according to the chronological 
order in which they provided them; the first town to erect a 
p~ticular type of building is ranked one, the second town is 
ranked two, and so on. The bottom column of the table gives the 
average ramt each town took in the chronology of erecting 
buildings. If the hypothesis suggested above is correct, a 
small group of towns should persistently occupy a high ranking 
position. 
An examination of the table demonstrates clearly the leadership 
given by Leeds, Sheffield and Yakefield; first rank went to a town 
outside this group in only one case. Leeds was the principal 
leader of trends with its infirmary, music hall, philosophical 
hall, library, and marketing facilities. Sheffield vied with Leeds' 
• for first rank in several types of building, and actually achieved 
. Table V.1 
~~e Chronolor,ical Order in which certain Types of 
Public Buildings were Provided in the Twelve Towns, 1700-1840 
-0 
M 
~ Q) ~ 't:1 ~ ~ ..-i 0 M (I) c... 
"" Q) Q) ~ ~ of C/) J.. E ..-i Cf.l H fo..t (I) c.... "" l Q) Q) Q) "'d (I) 0 ;q ~ "'d ~ Q) CI) ~ ~ 'tj § C1). ~ ~ g CIS ..-i 0 ~ ~ ... ::t: p::: p;; J:4 
Building Type 
Medical Institution 1 2= 4 2= 8 6 7 
(purpose-built) 
\ 
Medical Institution 1 4= 2 4= 7 6 10 8 
(with or.without 
building) 
Town Hall or Court 4 2= 1 7 5 5= 2= 
House for W.R.Q.S. 
post-1806 • 
Assembly Rooms •• 1= 4 1= 3 5 7 
Theatres 2 1 3= 3= 5 6= 6 
Cloth :Halls 3 2 1 4 
Libraries and/or 1 2 4 3 5· 8 6= 9· 
Newsrooms 
National Schools 1= 1= 3= 8 7 3= 9 10 
••• 
. Lancasterian 1 3 
Schools 
Collegiate & Pro- 2 1 :3 
prietary Schools 
Philosophical Halls 1 2 :3 
1-1usic Halls 1. 2 
Public Baths 2 5 1 " 4 
.. 
Botanical Gardens 3 1 2 
Corn Exchanges •••• 1 2 3 
Average Rank 1-6 2·2 2-4 3·4 4-6 5-7 5-8 6 6·5 
Notes: 
-0 ,.. 
0 
~ 
a! 
M j:'Q 
5 
9 
8= 
6 
5 
6= 
11 
7 
• The Act to facilitate the provision of \-lest Riding court houses 
was passed in 1006. 
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tb 
~ 
t' 0 ~ M 
C/) (I) 
S M til ~ j:'Q 
11 
8= 10 
8 
10 
3= 3= 
7-2 8 
contd. 
the position with its educational and recreational institutions; 
its Lancasterian school, theatre, and botanical gardens were all 
erected earlier than similar facilities in Leeds. Wakefield 
came close behind Sheffield in importance as a trend-setter; 
its cloth hall, court house~ proprietary school, and possibly 
also its assembly rooms, were the first buildings of their kind 
I 
provided in the Riding. Doncaster seems.to have been a trend-
setter within the limited range of buildings associated with 
. leisure and recreation. Even where the town's buildings 
ranked third they were exemplary for their lavishness. This 
is hardly surprising for a town of which the Baines directory 
said in 1822: 
There are few towns in the kindgom in which 
so great a portion of the inhabitants possess 
independent fortunes, and the neighbourhood 
is remarkable for opulent families. 1 
1. E.Baines, 1822 D. I, 169. 
-----------------
Table V.1 Notes, contd • 
•• Some town halls were used as· assembly rooms; the table 
does not include them. 
••• 
•••• 
A small number or converted premises are included in 
this category. 
The first corn exchange built in the Riding was at 
Wakefield in 1820, but it has been ignored because 
it survived only for two or three years and therefore 
was unlikely to have led to emulation due to rivalry 
or good example. 
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The remaining eight towns, although achieving second or third rank 
on occasions, nev~r attained first rank and therefore the ranking 
table gives strong support to the hypothesis suggested. \tfuile the 
. . 
inhabitants of these towns were quite possibly aware of developments 
outside the Riding, they alw~ys had a local example which they might 
follow. 
. '-
III 
There were three principal causes of the emulative process. 
Firstly, emulation was promoted by purely practical consideration. 
~e novel problems of urban growth, particularly during the 
Industrial Revolution, made innovation in the sphere of urban 
amenities almost essential; consequently, a town's inhabitants 
often investigated methods employed to solve problems and accomm~date 
now requirements in other towns, with a view to imitating suitable 
provisions. When imitation did occur it was cause~·not so much 
by envy or rivalry, but rather by a genuine and unashamed desire to 
use the most advanced modern and proven devices to cater for contemporary 
urban requirements; the examples of emulation cited earlier in this 
chapter clearly illustrate this· fact. The terms, such as "the best 
constructed", "worthy of imitation", "attended with universal success", 
all indicate that the promote~s of buildings felt that amenities 
elsewhere offered a valuable illustration of what might be done. 
This is particularly well illustrated by the comments made by an 
inhabitant of Wakefield, when he encouraged his fellow townsmen to 
provide the town'~ multi-purpose public building, the Public Rooms: 
"The town of Leeds, originally of no greater extent or 
importance than \vakefie1d, has, from peculiar circum-
stances, aided by the spirited exertions of its 
inhabitants, become entitled to rank as the first town 
in the county, whether it be considered for its extent 
and population, or.for its wealth and"public spirit. 
To enumerate all its public Institutions and Buildings 
would be unnecessary, but amongst' those which it does 
possess may be mentioned its Gas Lights, Water Works, 
and Infirmary. To these and others will soon be added 
Public Baths, and a Building preparing for the Philo-
sophical Society lately' established there •••• These 
observations upon the prosperity of a neighbouring 
town have not been called forth by envy or jealousy, 
but rather with a view to hold it up as an example 
worthy to be followed, and as a proof of what may be 1 
accomplished by a little exertion and public spirit. 
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A second cause of emulation was economic rivalry, and is highlighted 
in the provision of marketing and commercial bu~ldings in the West 
Riding. The clearest illustration is given by the provision of 
cloth halls. The cloth industry was the major source of wealth in 
i 
the West Riding during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries and, 
because a town might grow prosperous on the revenue and business 
produced bya cloth market, there was a great deal of rivalry between 
towns for predominance as cloth marketing centres.2 During the 
seventeenth century, Wakefield and Leeds grew in size and importance 
as cloth marketing centres and a strong rivalry developed between them.3 
The provision of a cloth hall at Leeds in the early eighteenth century 
clearly demonstrates that the town's inhabitants believed their 
success in competing for trade and commerce was substantially 
1. Wakefield Public Roo:ns, Public Library and Newsroom (\vrutefield, 
1 July 1820). 
2. H. Heaton, The Yorkshire \voollen and \-[orated Industries 
(Oxford, 196), passim. 
3. ~,pp.~59-63. 
dependent upon the marketing and commercial amenities which they 
provided. Vfuen a cloth hall was built at Wakefield in 1710, the 
inhabitants of Leeds reacted with remarkable speed. ThoresbYt the 
local antiquarian and ~ember of the Leeds Corporation, wrote in his 
diary on 14th August 1710: 
Rode with the ~1ayor •••• and others to my lord Irwin's 
at Temple Newsa~, about the erection of a hall for white 
cloths in Kirkgate, to prevent the da-r.age to this town •••• 
of one lately erected at \~fefield, with design to 
engross the \oloollen trade. 
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By April 1711 the proposed Leeds hall was built and open for business. 
While one reason for providing a cloth hall was simply to make 
I 
marketing easier and pleasanter, clearly the proooters were 
motivated principally by the fear of losing trade to other towns. 
This argument is supported by another example in the 1770's. On 
this occasion Leeds faced a challenge from the small village of 
Gomersal, where a scheme to build a large white cloth hall was afoot. 
I _ 
The scheme's principal appeal was that Gornersal was situated quite 
close to the centre of the cloth manufacturing area, in direct 
contrast to Leeds, which was situated on its periphery. It is not 
difficult to appreciate the Leeds merchants' fear that clothiers 
might be drawn away from their market to the geographically advantageous 
site at Gomersal. The trustees of the Leeds ~fuite Cloth Hall 
threatened legal action to prevent the building of the new hall and 
took various measures to discourage its patronage, but meanwhile the 
merchants of Leeds turned their attention to more practical and 
satisfactory methods of circumventing the new rival. This they did 
by promoting a new and much larger White Cloth llallwhich was erected 
1. R. Thoresby, Diary (1&30 ), II, 65-6. 
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at Leeds, 1775-6.1 
It cannot be doubt.ed that all the cloth halls built in the ~/est Riding 
were at least partially the product of economic rivalry, and the view 
that they were a vital'aid to competition. In 1829 an inhabitant of 
Wakefield, when he considere4 the great prosperity of Leeds, clearly 
stated the value of cloth halls in economic competition: 
. . 
Doubtless Leeds is in a great measure indebted 
for its state of prosperity to being the principal 
seat of the Cloth Trade, and when the great advan-
tages.which it has derived on account of possessing 
the \lhi te and Coloured Cloth Halls are duly con-
sidered, it must for ever be lamented that the 
inhabitants of "'lakefield were, at the time of their 
erection, so little alive to the real interests of 
their own town, as to allow2themselves to be deprived of the White Hall. 
The third force which encouraged the process of emulation was a kind 
of self-conscious civic pride. The inhabitants of towns valued the 
good opinion of outsiders, and they feared the loss of these opinions 
i~ the amenities they provided were inferior to those in other towns. 
This was, partly at least, the reason for the provision of many 
buildings. For example, the people of Wakefield seem to have been 
particularly sensitive to the opinions of outsiders, as the prospec-
tuses for the two of the town's public buildings reveal. The 
Exchange Buildings prospectus issued in 1836 pointed out: 
It has long been the surprise of Straneers, that the 
frequenters of the \/akefield Corn Harket should be so 
much exposed to the casualties of the ~/eather, and 
other unfavourable circumstance; and it is generally 
admitted, that no l1arket in the Kingdom of half its 
importance is so inadequately provided with Accommodation.' 
1. For fuller details see H. Heaton, op.cit. pp.366-70. The 
Gomersal cloth hall was built but never achieved major success. 
2. Wakefield Public Rooms, op.cit. 
3. ~akefield Exchanee Buildings, Pro~~ectus for the Erection of a 
Corn Exchan/ie .... (\Jakefield, l(30). 
The prospectus issued to urge the provision of a public room sixteen 
years earlier represents an even more extreme display of self-
consciousness: 
That Wakefield, situated in the centre of an opulent 
and populous neighbourhood, and containing the 
various public edifices.belonging to the ~est-Riding 
of the County, should be totally unprovided with 
any Building adapted to the purposes of Public 
Amusements, of Lectures or ~<hibitions, has long 
caused a feeling of regret in the minds of the 
constant inhabitants of the town, and has not 
unfrequently been a subject of surprise to those 
who make it their occasional residen~e. Nor is 
this the only want of which Wakefield has to 
complain: there is not another town in the Riding, 
perhaps in the County, whose Library and News-Rooms 
are so inadequate to the uses for which they are 
designed, or so inconvenient with regard to their 
't t' 1 ·s~ ua ~on •••• 
Even Leeds, the wealthiest town in the West Riding, was partly 
. induced to provide public buildings by a sensitivity to the 
opinions of outsiders. A writer to the Leeds Intelli~encer 
revealed this fact when discussing .. economic matters: 
. 
Sir - The spirit of improvement which happily seems 
now in progress, will I trust, wipe off the justly 
merited reproach under which the town has so long 
laboured; the removal of the old butchers' shambles 
will, I hope be soon followed by other improvements 
consistent with the opulence and commercial impor-
tance of the town of Leeds, and no longer subject us 
to the scorn of visitors, who wonder that, with the 
advance of intelligence and general science, we have 
been negligent of those matters, by which other 
large commercial towns have facilitated the i~ter­
course of strangers with their merchants •••• . 
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Three markets, a bazaar and shambles, a corn exchange, and a merchants' 
exchange were provided in the seven years following this letter. 
, 1. Wakefield Public Rooms, op.cit. 
2. ~. 15 July 1822. 
Although in some cases the opinions of outsiders.were not referred 
to specifically w~en the reasons for 'providing a building were 
discussed, there was often a strong implication that the lack of 
the facility concerned. reflected badly on the town. For example, 
when a case was made out for ,the provision of Sheffield Infirmary 
in 1792, potential subscribers were reminded that there was 
., 
scarcely a city or large town in the kingdom that had not already 
established an infirmary.1 
A similar sort of implication was contained in a letter to the 
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. Leeds Mercury in 1818 recommending the erection' of the Philosophical . 
. Hall: 
I 
It has long been the subject of surprise to me and 
I believe to many others, that although the town of 
Leeds is justly celebrated for the number of its 
benevolent and humane institutions, it can boast 
of no Society for the promotion of intellectual and 
literary improvement •••• There are few large towns 
where such institutions do not exist or flourish, 
and they are patronised in many places, much less 
considerable in extent and much less respectable 
in the ch~acter of the inhabitants, than the town 
of Leeds. 
1. J.D. Leader and S.Snell, op.cit. p.6. 
2. Leeds 1·1ercury 26 September l8lb. 
IV 
In conclusion, attention turns from emulation and its causes to a 
brief comment on civic. pride; for, just as the factors producing 
emulation influenced provision of buildings by a town's inhabitants 
acting both publicly and privately, civic pride also featured in 
the building decisions of the two sectors.· Public buildings were 
regarded as status symbols, symbols of taste, culture, and 
respectability; and as a historian pointed out in ,the 1880's, 
. 1 
they were "the best proof of opulence" • Quite apart from the 
. feeling of inferiority which motivated emulation, it is clear that 
the inhabitants of the West Riding were proud of their towns and 
county and wished to provide buildings which proclaimed their 
virtues and achievements. The origin of the reflection of this 
pride with the provision of buildings is difficult to pinpoint. 
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Little existed in seventeenth-century Leeds, if Thoresby's comments 
on the Leeds'inhabitants' actions were generally applicable. lIe 
castigated his fellow townsmen for their refusal of SUbstantial 
financial aid towards rebuilding the town's Noot Hall in the latter 
part of the century: ''We might have boasted of a stately Comitium, 
\-,here Conveniency is now' all that is pr~tended to". 2 However, 
by the end of our period, there can be no doubt that Yorkshiremen's 
self-assured pride in their town and county had been established and 
that provisions in other towns were being imitated not only in defence 
of their status and dignity, but out of self-confident pride. For 
1. J~ Clegg, Annals of Bolton (Bolton, 1888) " p.78. 
2. R. Thoresby, Ducat"s Leodiensis (1715), p.15. 
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example, the tone of a letter to the Leeds Intelligencer in 1824 
calling for the provision of a dispensary in Bradford was not couched 
in apologetic terms but rather more in chauvinistic pride. The 
correspondent, a Bradf,ord man, rallied his fellow townsmen with . 
the call: 
Institutions of this kind are an honour to the towns 
in which.they are supported. Bradford is the only 
wealthy manufacturing town hereabouts"in which such a 
one does not exist; and shall Wakefield, Huddersfield 
and Halifax excel us? Our pride says nay.1 
The element of civic pride was also apparent in a letter to the Leeds 
Intelligencer recommending the provision of the Commercial Buildings; 
I 
the writer asked why Leeds should not "have all the advantages 
experienced in other large Hanufacturing ToWns".2 Civic pride 
reached such proportions in Leeds in the 1820's that it even trans-
cended political differences as a report in the Leeds Intelli~encer 
indicated: 
We cannQt close this article without congratulating 
our fellow townsmen on the greatest of all improve-
ments. A short time only has elapsed since war 
raged without, and party feuds within. Now one 
feeling seems to animate both ~fuigs and Tories, 
viz. an anxiety to improve the convenience of .this 
ancient borough. ~/e trust this spirit will remain 
undiminished until the town is susceptible of no 
further addition; either useful or ornamental. 3 
That the provision of public buildings could be a demonstration of 
pride in both town and county, is clearly evident from" the words of 
Lord Morpeth at the opening of the West Riding Proprietary School: 
I am jealous for the success of everything which can 
redound to the just credit of Yorkshire; I wish that 
1. bl. 14 October 1821+. 
2. Ibid. 27 Hay 1824. 
3. Ibid. 2 December 1824. 
it should lay behind in1no department, where honest 
, praise can be attained. 
1. ~est Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.2B. 
215 
, , 
216 
CHAPTER VI 
THE ORGANIZATION OF BUILDING PROJECTS 
PART ONE 
This chapter and its successor examine the processes involved in 
the provision of a public building from the inception of the scheme 
to the completion of the structure. . Since data relating to such, 
projects before the mid-eighteenth century are extremely sparse, 
the bulk of the evidence for their organization is drawn from 
the period 1750-1840. The present chapter describes the 
I 
activities preceding the commencement of building work. 
I 
Once the idea of providing a public building was conceived the 
, 
. next step in the process leading 'to the erection of the building 
depended on how it was to be financed. If the initiators of the 
idea intended to finance the building personally, then their next 
step was to choose a site and select an architect. However, in 
most cases they needed to gather the support of people who had 
access to the capital required. Where the building was to be 
finrulced by a public body, it was necessary to solicit the support 
of the members of a corporat'ion, a charitable trust or, in the 
case of a vestry, the ratepayers of the parish. Alternatively, 
if finance was to come from the private sector, then a ulore 
general appeal had to be made. In both cases the promoters' ~ 
usual method was to use private contacts to secure the commitment 
of a hard core of supporters and then to submit their proposals 
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to a formal meeting. 
In cases where finance was dependent upon t~e decisions of the 
members of a public body such as a corporation or charitable trust 
the discussions and meetings were inevitably small-scale affairs. 
In the case of the rebuilding of Leeds Moot Hall, 1710-11, by the 
Leeds Pious Uses Committee and Leeds Corporation, the informal 
promotion of the scheme was so effective that the first reference 
to the project in the bodies' minutes merely approved what had 
already been decided in private. In fact, the contract was 
signed only four days after the scheme was first referred to in 
I 
Leeds Corporation minutes, an architect having already submitted 
plans and specifications for the building.1 
In Sheffield, at the same period, the procedure followed by 
public bodies for initiating the provision of public buildings 
seems to have been rather more formal. For example, referring 
to the inception of the scheme for erecting Sheffield Town Hall, 
1700-1, an entry in the Burgery' Accounts for the year 1699-1700 
reads: "Spent att a meeteing about the Townes Hall 3-4d"i as 
at subsequent meetings to discuss the proposed town hall, the 
money accounted for was the cost of the ale consumed during the 
. 2 
proceedings. Likewise, a preliminary meeting to discuss the 
desirability of building a new Cutlers' Hall was held at Sheffield 
in February 1725. The minutes of the Cutlers' Company reco~d: 
"the Trustees, Wardens and the Company mett to lmow whether the 
1. LC/M2, fo.69, 5 June 1710; DB/l97/l, part 1, 151, 
9 June 1710. 
2. J.D. Leader, The Records of the Burp:er, of Sheffield, 
commonly called the Town 'llrust (Sheffield lblj'r) 
pp. 27l-g6. ' , 
1 Hall should come down or noe". 
When the availability of finance was dependent u~on the support 
of a larger number of people, such as the ratepayers of a parish 
. 
or the wealthier members of a community in general, public 
meetings were held. The records of parish vestries provide 
ample evidence of such meetings prior to the mid-eighteenth 
century, particularly with reference to the provision of 
workhouses. 2 After this period there are frequent press 
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records of meetings held to promote all manner of public buildings. 
To encourage attendance at these events promoters often placed 
advertisements in local newspapers. An early example from 
the Leeds Intelligencer refers to the proposal to erect a new 
cloth hall at Leeds in 1774: 
White-Cloth-Hall at Leeds 
OAt a meeting of several of the Trustees of the 
White-Cloth-Hall, and of Freeholders and Merchants 
of Leeds, had on Tuesday last, it was unanimously 
Resolved, To advertise a General Meeting of all the 
White-Clothiers, Freeholders, Merchants, Traders, 
and others, any way concerned in the EXpediency of 
erecting A New White-Cloth-Hall at Leeds. (the 
present Hall being found incommodious and totally 
insufficient for the purpose)~ 
A similar type of advertisement appeared in the Leeds Intelligencer 
in 1785 inviting people interested in the provision of a concert 
room at Leeds to attend a public meeting: 
1. 
2. 
A Meeting of Inhabitants of the Town of Leeds, who are 
desirous of promoting a Concert and Ball, for the 
Winter Season, is requested at Mr. Wood's, the Old 
King's Arms, Leeds, on Thursday 10th November at 
R.E. Leader, Histor of the Com an of Cutlers in Hallamshire 
in the County of York Sheffield, 1905 , I, lo3-~. 
For example, Knaresborough vestry and Bradford vestry. 
See M.Ca1vert, The History of Knaresborour,h (Knaresborou~h, 
1844), p.79, and J.James, r~he History and 'fopoc;raphy of 
Bradford (1841), pp. 153-4. 
L.I. 16 August 1774. 
-
11 o'clock a.m. 
A Subscription being already open for the Building of 
a New and Complete CONCERT ROOH, Plans and Estimates 
will then be submitted to the Consideration of the 
Gentlemen present. ••••••••••••• As it may be 
adviseable, at the same time, to take into 
Consideration some other Public Building, such as 
a Library or Hall for Narrow Cloth, Worsted Goods 
& c. the Attendance of such as find themselves 
interested therein is likewise required. 1 
The principal purpose of the public meetings was, to discuss the 
viability of the project and to sound out potential supporters 
of the scheme. If the general tenor of opinion favoured the 
. scheme, attention turned to a discussion of the facilities 
which ought to be incorporated in the building, the amount of 
capital required, and the choice of site. The meetings then 
closed by electing, or arranging a date for electing, a 
committee to fully investigate the proposals and set the 
project in motion •. 
There are numerous examples of these procedures taking place at 
meetings, but a few illustrations must suffice. One. example 
is the·meeting of merchants in 1774 to discuss the provision of 
the new white cloth hall at Leeds where it was resolved that 
tla Committee may be appointed for carryine; into Execution such 
Resolutions as shall from time to time be made respecting the 
said hall".2 Another example is a meeting held' at Leeds in 
June 1823 to discuss the provision of the South Market: the 
meeting, in addition to endorsing the proposal, decided that: 
a particular site was suitable; the capital should be raised in 
£50 shares; and when £10,000 capital had been subscribed, a 
1. ~. 1,November 1785. 
2. H.Heaton, "Tho Leeds White Cloth Itall", Thora ~ c Pub 
.0.;>0. ns. 
XXII, (1913), 139-40. 
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meeting should be held to elect a committee to set the project 
1 
under way. 
Regardless of whether a building was promoted by a public body 
. 
or a group of private individuals, a special committee was always 
appointed to handle the project. There are many examples in 
addition to those already cited: Doncaster Corporation 
established building committees in 1744 for the erection of its 
Mansion House,2 and in 1774 for the erection of Doncaster 
Playhouse;3 a "committee for building a Piece Hall" in Halifax 
was appointed in 1774;4 and the West Riding Magistrates 
appointed a committee in 1819 to deal with the rebuilding of the 
House of Correction.5 The initial duties of these committees 
were usually threefold: to obtain a site for the building; to 
solicit designs from architects; and, in the case of collective 
private ventures, to gather in funds to finance the building. 
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Although tentative negotiations about possible sites were sometimes 
entered into very early on, the first principal concern of these 
committees, in the case of private projects, was to raise the 
6 funds required. The usual procedure was to publicize the scheme 
by newspaper advertisements, handbills, and printed prospectuses, 
which suggested the merits of the scheme and informed the reader 
1. bI. 19 June 1823. 
2. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the Borough 
of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV, 2lb. 
3. ~. IV, 245. 
4. L.I. 31 January 1775. • 
5. J.R. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p.150. 
6. In a few cases subscription lists were opened before a 
building committee was appointed, e.g. Leeds South Market. 
where he might subscribe for shares or hand in his donation. 
For example, th~ handbill which publicized the Wakefield Public 
Rooms scheme in 1820 informed its readers of the promoters' 
resolution: 
That Books, for entering the Names of such Gentlemen 
as wish to become Shareholders, be left at the two 
Banks and at the Shop of Mr.R. Nichols, Bookseller; 
the Bo~kB to remain open until the 1st day of March 
next. 
The prospectus published in 1836 for Wakefield Exchange Buildings 
told readers desiring to buy shares to ap~'ly to the Bank of 
Messrs. Leatham Be Co., The Wakefield Banking Company, or The 
• 
Northern and Central Bank, Wakefield, where a deposit of £1 per 
, share would be required. 2 Presumably solicitors' offices were 
also used as repositories for subscription books, since each 
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company had its own solicitor. The method of disposing of shares 
in Leeds Commercial Buildings was rather different: the twenty 
I 
members of ,the builaing committee were each given the task of 
allocating twenty shares,:5 but it is not known how often this 
method·was used. 
) 
1. Wakefield Public Rooms, Wakefield, 20th January 1820, At a 
Meetin~ held this Day....... (A handbill _ for a copy 
see Y.A.S. ~3 120). 
2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings, Prospectus (Wrutefie1d, 1836). 
L.I. 9 December 1824. 
-
II· 
Once the initiators of a scheme, or a building cowmittee, were 
confident that sufficient funds to erect a building would be at 
their disposal, they 'set about· choosing a site. 1 The criteria 
which determined the suitability of a site were location, cost, 
and size. The subscribers to Leeds Lancasterian School, when 
choosing its site, clearly considered convenience of position to 
be of greater importance than cost • The first report of the 
. 
school's committee in 1814 stated that: 
The situation of the School was determined at a General 
Meeting of the Subscribers, as being a central one, and 
"as such advantageous for the attendance of the children, 
and presenting an inducement to the patrons and friends 
of the Institution frequently to visit it. Though the 
cost of the ground was more than it would have been in 
some parts of the town the Committee are satisfied, that 
these advant!ges are more than compensation for the 
difference. 
The location of a site was of especial importance to the success 
222 
of commercial amenities, and therefore projectors of such enterprises 
laid emphasis on this factor~ The projectors of Leeds Commercial 
Buildings had difficulty in obtaining a sufficiently large site 
in a prominent position in the town centre, and finally bought a 
site which had little to recommend it other than its location. 
Commenting on the Commercial Buildings, the Leeds Monthly Ma~azine 
said: 
There cannot be two opinions about the exterior; it 
is clumsy, uncouth, and inelegant in the highest degree. 
This, however, we are told results, in a great measure, 
1~ On a few occasions tentative negotiations for a site were 
begun prior to gathering financial support for a project. 
2. Quoted in F.Beckwith, "Thomas Taylor - Regency Architect", 
Thors.Soc.Pubns. Honograph I (1949), p.23 
from the desire of the ~rojectors to occu~y every inch 
of the ground with the site of the building, and to 
sacrifice external taste and beauty to the completeness 
and perfection of the interior. Perhaps they were right, 
the ground is certainly far from being the most ~ro~er 
and commodious ~iece for such an undertaking, and we 
have little doubt, that, in the ~lenitude of their 
wisdom, they have made the most of it.1 
This view was echoed by the Leeds lnte11igencer in its comments 
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on the architects' designs for the building: it had been difficult 
to produce "a regular edifice from an irregular site".2 Cost was 
a major influence in the choice of the site for Leeds Central 
Market. The sub-committee appointed to buy a site abandoned 
negotiations for the one most favoured "on account of the high 
price asked by its owners - quite inconsistent with its worth";' 
they eventually purchased the "next most eligible site".4 
Building committees or their counterparts normally selected and 
obtained a site by making approaches to the owners of suitable 
pieces of ground. For example, in +755 the minutes of Leeds Pious 
Uses Committee reveal that: 
1. 
2. 
,. 
4. 
5. 
At this Court, John Rogerson and Benjamin Holdsworth 
on Behalf of themselves and the rest of the Mixt 
Clothiers came and proposed to purchase of the 
Committee the Ground called the Tenter Garth •••••• 
in order to make the land a convenient Market for the 
sale of Broad Woolen cloth.5 
Leeds Honthly MaGazine IX, Nov.1829, 429-30. 
L.I. 30 June 1825. 
-
Ibid. 2 February 1822. 
Ibid. 
-
DB/l97/l, part 2, fo.448, 24 November 1755. 
l 
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In this case nothing came of their application and the Mixed Cloth 
Hall was built elsewhere~ In another instance, the projectors of 
. Leeds Corn Exchange selected a suitable site and then sent a 
deputation to the owner, Mrs. Baron, to negotiate for its purchase.1 
In a few cases, projectors resorted to advertising. The White 
Clothiers advertised in the Leeds Intelligencer on 25th February 
1755: 
Wanted to be purchased a Piece of Ground at Leedes, 
whereon to build a WHITE CLOTH-HALL. ••••••• N.B. 
In Meadow-Lane or Hunslet-Lane near the Bridge will 
be the most convenient situation. 
However, once1a project had received publicity, it must have been 
quite common for owners of land to make unsolicited offers of 
sites to its projectors. When Leeds Corn Exchange was projected 
in 1825, one landowner even advertised in the local newspaper that 
his land was available: 
CORN ElCCHANGE 
to be sold by private contract, a valuable freehold 
estate on the East Side of Cross Parish in Leeds, ·in 
the several Occupations of Messrs. Burnley, Threlfall, 
Barr and other: the Front next the street about Twenty 
Yards, and the Depth from front to back about Seventy 2 
Yards. A most eligible situation for a CORN EXCHANGE. 
In quite a large number of cases, however, projectors did not need 
to search for sites or, indeed, pay for them.' Doncaster Corporation, 
for example, owning a large amount of land in the centre of the town, 
erected several buildings there; the theatre, and the gaol, built 
1768-9, are cases in point. Similarly, Sheffield Town Trust 
helped to finance the erection of Sheffield Town Hall, 1808-10, 
, 
1. ~. 24 February, , March 1825. 
2. Ibid. 17 February 1825. 
,. See the c;azettee- for the sources of the data given in this 
and the following parar;raph. 
f 
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which was built on a piece of ground which the Trust owned. Existing 
sites were often used in the rebuilding of many public buildings: 
for example, the Sheffield Cutlers' Halls, 1725-6 and 1832-3; and 
Leeds Moot Hall, 1710-11. Many almshouses also were rebuilt on 
their existing sites; for example, Waterhouse's Almshouses at 
Halifax, 1812-13, the Homes' Almshouses at Wakefield in 1793. 
This practice was most common in the case of churches and chapels; 
the Baptist Chapel at Halifax, 1835, Scotland Street Methodist New 
Connexion Chapel at Sheffield, 1828-9, and Leeds Parish Church, 
1838-41, are but a few of the instances. 
The projectors of many charitable buildings and places of worship 
were saved both the trouble and expense of purchasing sites by the 
donation of suitable ones. For example, the Duke of Norfolk gave 
land in Sheffield for St. Mary's Church, 1826-30; St. John' s 
Church, 1836-8; and the Shrewsbury,Almshouses, rebuilt 1825-7. 
Similarly, Sir John Ramsden gave the site for St. Paul's Church, 
Huddersfield, in 1838, and presented a site, at a nominal rent, for 
the to~m's National School in 1820. Charles Harris gave the site 
for the British and Infant School erected at Bradford in 1831. 
Surprisingly, in spite of the ,commercial nature of the building, 
, 
a site was donated even for Halifax Piece Hall in 1775. 
III 
Once a site had been chosen, the first decision a building committee 
had to make was whether or not to commission'an architect to submit 
, , ' 
a design. Even by the early nineteenth century, it was not certain 
that an architect would be employed - a builder might have sufficient 
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expertise to perform the task: when William Lindley, the Doncaster 
architect, was asked to prepare plans for Rotherham's new market 
place and shambles in 1801 he declined on the grounds that in his 
opinion the buildings were "intended to be so plain and simple in 
construction" that the assistance of a professional architect was 
unnecessary. 1 Because of the vagueness and brevity of contemporary 
building records, it is often difficult to ascertain whether a 
builder or an architect had been employed to design a public 
building in the seventeenth or eighteenth century. This subject 
is further complicated by the fact that some men performed the dual 
role of architect and builder. (In fact no evidence has been 
discovered showing that "architects" were employed to desie;n 
public buildings other than churches and chapels in the West 
Riding during the seventeenth century.) 
~owever, during the eighteenth ~~ntury, in an increasingly large 
proportion 'of cases, men who were expressly denominated "architect" 
were employed to desie;n all types of public buildings. . Data 
concerning Sheffield Town Hall, 1700-1, and Leeds Moot Hall, 
1710-11, show that by the beginning of the eighteenth century, 
architects were employed to design some secular public buildings. 
They also illustrate the lack of distinction which existed between 
an "architect" and a ''builder'' at this time. In the case' of 
Sheffield Town Hall, a Mr. Renny was paid £2. 3s. Ode for "drawing 
the draught of the hall", and he also contracted to erect the 
building.2 Unfortunately, the evidence gives no indication of 
.. 
1. J.Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherham •••• (Worksop, 1879), p.542. ' 
2. J.D. Le'ader, op.cit. pp.27l-86. 
what contemporaries considered Hr. Renny's professional status to 
be. The evidence regarding Leeds Moot Hall is more informative: 
the Leeds authorities agreed to, rebuild the hall in accordance' 
with a "draught made" and given in" by "Mr. William Etty of York, 
Architect".1 However, despite his status of "Architect", Mr. 
Etty, like Mr. Renny, also contracted to perform the building 
, 2 
work. 
As the eighteenth century progressed, builders were still asked 
occasionally to make designs for small public buildings or 
alterations to existing ones - for example, when Leeds Moot 
Hall was altered in 1766 plans and estimates were sought from 
'''workmen".3 However, professional architects were employed to 
design the vast majority of public buildings: James Paine 
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4-designed Doncaster Mansion, 1745-8; John Carr of York designed 
~he Leeds General Infirmary, 1767-71,5 and the West Riding House 
of Correction at Wakefield, 1766-8;6 Mr. Atkinson of York 
designed the new theatre at Sheffield, 1777- ;7 Mr. Lindley of 
. 8 
York designed the playhouse at Doncaster, 1775-6. ~en in some 
of these cases the architect's function was not limited to desiening 
the building but also included contracting to erect the building. 
1. DB/l971l, part 1, fo.151, 9 June 1710. 
2. Ibid. 
3. I£/Qfl. (1766-75), fo.2l, 28 .tay 1766. 
4. Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, p.265. 
5. S.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963), I, 7.~ 
,6. J.ll. Turner, op.cit. p.88. 
7. S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256 , dated 30 December 1776. 
8. Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245. 
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. 1 
For example, Mr. Lindley contracted to build Doncaster Playhouse. 
However, during the second half of the eighteenth century it was 
uncommon for an architect to both design and contract to erect a 
building. By the beginning of the nineteenth century, the 
employment of an architect to design a public building was 
virtually a foregone conclusion, and it was extremely rare for 
him also to contract to erect the building. 
Until the last years of the eighteenth century architects were 
chosen on the basis of their reputation. Although there may, have 
been some jockeying for position behind the scenes for appointment 
as architect there was no formal competition: Mi. Renny and Mr. 
Etty, respectively, were the only figures associated with the designs 
for Sheffield Town Hall and Leeds Moot Hall; Mr. Lindley of York 
was the only architect asked to submit a design for Doncaster 
Theatre in 1774.2 Similarly, when a new Cutlers' Hall at Sheffield 
was proposed in 1776 only one architect, Mr. Atkinson of York, was 
requested to submit a design.3 
It was not until the 1790's that the first evidence appears of the 
selection of an architect as the result of open competition. When 
a design was required for Sheffield General Infirmary in 1792, it 
was decided to advertise, but even in this case the architect 
appointed, Mr. Rawstone, was not selected on the basis of a design 
for the building - his suitability was adjudged from the recommen-
dations and testimonials which he produced.4 
1. Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245. 
2. ~. 
3. R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 189. 
4. J.D. Leader and S. Snell, The Historv of the Sheffield Royal 
Infirmarr (Sheffield, 18975, pp.lj-14. 
However, in the early nineteenth century it became co~~on practice 
for the appointment of the architect of a public building to'be 
thrown ,open to competition on the basis of the best desien; 
building committe~s either advertised generally for architects" 
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designs or personally invited a number of suitably qualified 
architects to submit them. Advertisements for designs were issued 
for buildings such as the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 
1816-18, Leeds Public Baths, 1819-20, Leeds south Market, 
1823-4, and Sheffield Cutl~rs' Hall, 1832-3.1 The response 
to the advertisements was quite sizable: forty designs were 
submitted for 'the Asylum; twelve for the Baths; and thirteen 
designs plus two models for the Cutlers' Hall.2 Where personal 
invitations to submit designs were issued to particular architects, 
the number varied: six were issued for Leeds Commercial Buildings 
in 1825,3 compared with three for ~eeds Corn Exchange in 1825,4 
~d twelve for \'Iakefield Exchange Buildings in 1836.5 
~~i1e the prospect of lucrative employment und~ubtedly provided 
a considerable incentive for architects to submit, designs, some 
promoters did not consider it sufficient inducement; often a 
formal competition for designs was instituted, with money prizes 
for runners-up as well as for winners. A competition was held for 
the design of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Aaylum, the winning 
architect receiving one hundred guineas, and those in second and 
1. L.I. 2 January 1815; Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws •••• (Leeds, 
1826), p.3; ~. 26 June 1823; R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 
190-3; respectively •.. 
2. Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Elevations •••• (1819); Leeds 
Public Baths, or.cit. p.3; R.B. Leader, op.cit. I, 180-3; 
respectively. 
3. ~. 23 June 1825. 
4. ~. 8 September 1825. 
5. Wakefield ExchanGe BuildinGS Papers 
minutes, 1836-40. ' An abstr!l.ct of the company 
third places seventy and fifty guineas respectively.1 A formal 
competition was also held for the design of· Leeds South Market, 
. . 
the successful architect receiving twenty guineas, and the two 
runners-up ten and five guineas respectively.2 The terms of the 
competition for the designs of Leeds Central Market and Wakefield 
Exchange Buildings were slightly different: the reward of the 
winning architects was deemed to be their'contract of employment, 
and prizes were awarded only to the runners-up. In the Central 
Market competition. the two runners-up received £30 and £20 
respectively,' and in the Exchange Buildings competition the 
4 prizes were £40 and £20. 
One of the principal reasons for instituting formal design 
competitions with prize money seems to have been that.they were 
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the least expensive method of obtaining a sizable cho~ce of designs. 
~f the practice followed by the projectors of Leeds· Commercial 
Buildings was typical, the drawback of inviting a number of 
specifically chosen .architects to submit designs was that they all 
had to be paid; the five architects whose designs were rejected 
were paid a total of £425 - by far the largest expenditure for 
unused designs.5 
Once architects had been induced to submit competing designs, the 
most suitable one was selected by the building committee or a 
general meeting of the promoters. Provided that no element of 
favouritism or corruption was involved, the choice of desien ~as 
1. kl. 2 January 1815. 
2. ~. 26 June 1823. 
,. ~. 22 April 1824. 
4. J.W. Walker, Wakefield its History and People (Wakefield, 1934), 
p.444. 
5. ~. 7 July 1825; Tho~.Soc. 31Dl. 
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made on three principal criteria: the practicability of the design 
for the purposes intended; the appearance of the building; and 
its estimated cost. 
The importance of all these factors is particularly well illustrated 
by the circumstances surrounding the selection of a design for the 
Leeds Commercial Buildings in 1825.1 The choice of design proved 
to be such a contentious issue that the building committee's 
decision was overruled by the subscribers to the project, who held 
a further meeting at which four ballots were required before a 
final decision was reached. The local newspaper's appraisal of 
the six competing designs illustrates the criteria adopted for 
making the choice. First of all it made comments on the style 
of building thought most suitable: 
We do not desire or expect that a public building in a 
manufacturing town, erected principally for commercial 
purposes, should exhibit the lightness, airiness and 
ornament of a House of Assembly in a fashionable 
watering place. Solidarity combined with taste, and 
utility with comfort, convenience and economy, are 
'the objects chiefly deserving attention. 
On the issue of practicability and convenience several of the 
designs were harshly criticised. It was thought that the rooms of 
one would be too dark; another,wasted space; a third was adjudged 
totally unsuitable because its internal accommodation was deficient 
and light and air were excluded from the coffee room "as carefully 
as from a rat-trap". Harsh criticisms were made also on the 
grounds of appearance. For example, it was suggested that the 
• 
1. The details of the competition are fully described in L.I. 
23, 30 June, 7, 14, July 1825. ---
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front elevation of the design which the committee had chosen "would 
rather become a ball-room at Bath i than a commercial newsroom at 
Leeds". Another design was described as having "two eye-sores -
the lantern - like a, chinese wart, and the upper row of windows., 
or rather portholes in front". The importance of cost was also 
particularly evident, for the paper reported that the building 
committee, after its choice of design had been overruled, wrote 
to another of the architects asking him to reduce his estimate. 
John Clark, the architect concerned, complied with their request 
and subsequently won the competition. However, the newspaper 
revealed also ,that the three criteria for choice might be ignored 
because of personal considerations: "It is rumoured that Mr. 
Chantrell's (desi~ will be rejected whatever its merits because 
the subscribers are prejudiced against him". ' This, apparently, 
) , 
was because of problems which had arisen concerning buildings 
~hich he had designed and superv~sed in Leeds in the previous few 
years. 
Strong' controversy over the choice of a design probably occurred 
quite frequently. Another example is that of the choice of design 
for the.Sheffield Cutlers' Hall, 1832-3. The competition for the 
best design was such a close-run affair that as a result the two 
, . 
architects who had submitted the best designs, Samuel Worth and 
Benjamin Broomhead Taylor, were appointed as joint architects. 1 
1. R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 190-3. 
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IV 
Once an architect had been chosen he became the key figure in the 
building project. The extent to which he supervised the ensuing 
affairs varied according to the competence of the building committee. 
The typical functions of an architect on a public building project 
are clearly summarized in a statement made by the proprietors of 
Sheffield Assembly Rooms and Theatre, when they resolved to employ 
Mr. Atkinson, a York architect, to design their new theatre in 1776: 
Mr. Atkinson be employed to give such further plans, as 
shall be necessary for the completion of the said 
buildings. And also to take estimates from any work-
man that 'chuses to produce them. And that he is to 
assist the committee in contracting with such work-
men as shall be most approved. Then also resolved 
.":that he shall be further employed to superintend, and 
. from time to' time as occasion shall require, give 
instructions to such as shall be employed. 1• 
Having appointed the architect and approved his design, the next 
~tep for the building committee, with the assistance of the architect, 
, . 
, -~ 
was to decide who would erect the building.. The building co~ittee 
had ~wo options in this respect, either it could employ one firm to 
take responsibility for erecting the whole building or, alternatively, 
it could employ different firms or workmen to carry out each of the 
. different processes necessary, ,i. e. one firm to dig the foundations, 
another to perform the stone and brick work, another to perform the 
wood work etc. In general, it seems'that they 'chose which ever 
alternative was least expensive. 
Once plans and detailed specifications for the building had been 
) 
made availab,le by the architect, building committees uoually 
invited builders and craftsmen to make competitive tenders for the 
1. S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256, dated 30 December 1776. 
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\ 
proposed work. In the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries 
these invitatio~s were probably made by word of mouth or by letters 
and public notices. The earliest example discovered of tenders 
being solicited concerns an extension to Leeds Workhouse in 1740. 
The workhouse committee agreed to meet in order to "consult with 
the workmen about prices for respective work in Erecting a house 
ili ye yardll • 1 In this case the different aspects of the work 
. 
were contracted for ,separately.2 There is abundant evidence showing 
that tenders were required for the building work of virtually all 
public buildings from the 1760's onwards. Much of this evidence 
is provided by newspapers since it became norm~ practice to use 
them as a medium through which to solicit tenders. , A typical 
advertisement is 'one placed in the Leeds Intelli~encer in 1766 
concerning the rebuilding of the West Riding House of Correction. 
The Clerk of Peace for the West Riding gave notice that: 
The Plan, Elevation and Directions for building a new 
House·of Correction, is now fixed upon, and left in 
the hands of Mr, John Watson of South - Leanley. 
And Persons willing to treat for the same Work, are 
desired to deliver in their estimates and Proposals , 
to his Majesty's Justices of the Peace at the next 
General Quarter Sessions •••••• 3 
Further examples in the same period of building work for which tenders 
were required are the repair to Leeds Moot Hall in 1766, the erection 
of Leeds General Infirmary in 1768, and Doncaster Playhouse in 
I 
1775.4 A later example of an advertisement soliciting tenders is 
one issued in 1815 for the erection of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic 
1: LO/t-11 26 March 1740. 
2. ~. 2, 9',April, 27"'August 1740. 
3. L.I. 22 July 1766. ., 
4. LC/QS. (1766-75), fo.21, 28 May 1766; L.I. 23 AUGUst 1768; 
Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245;-respectively.' 
, 
Asylum. 1 1~e work was divided into four different contracts for 
which tenders were sought. The contracts consisted of: 
(1) Excavators, Bricklayers, Masons and Plasterers Work 
(2) Carpenters, ~oiners, Iron founders and Ironmongers Work 
(3) The Slaters Work 
(4) The Plumbers, Glaziers and Painters Work. 
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In order to help builders to make their estimates for the purposes 
of tendering it was usual for the architect's plans and specifi-
cations to be made available for inspection at the office of a 
principal official of the public body or company projecting the 
scheme. Presumably in the eighteenth century and before these 
deta1ls were presented in manuscript form; however, by the 
nineteenth century some at least were printed and potential 
contractors were presented with individual copies. Two notable 
examples of printed IISpecifications" are those produced for the 
;Wakefield P~blic Rooms in 1820, and Wakefield Exchange Buildings 
in 1837.2 . Since both these projects were only of medium size, 
their costs being £4600 and £9044 respectively, it is fair to 
assume that specifications in this style were produced for many 
other building projects. Specifications gave detailed 
descriptions of all the work required in each stage of the building, 
stipulating both dimensions and materials to be used. They also 
told potential contractors the form of words in which their tenders 
must be submitted and the details they were expected to specify. 
1. ~. 25 September 1815. 
2. Y.A.S~ 53 L20 : S ecifications of the }tanner of Erectin, a 
Public Buildin~ at \-lakefield Wakefield 1020. vJakefield 
Exchange buildings Papers: specificatio~s for the Wakefield 
Exchanee BuildinGS (Wakefield, l83r). 
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The principal aim of soliciting tenders was to find the builders 
who would perfo~m the work for the lowest cost. There can be 
little doubt that competition for contracts worked to the financial 
advantage of a building's promoters. For example, rivalry between 
stone masons and bricklayers for the task of building Sheffield 
General Infirmary acted "much in favour of the charity".1 
However, cost was not always the factor which determined the 
choice of builder 'as is shown by the appointment of the contractor 
for building the Gaol for the Borough and Soke of Doncaster in 
1829: Hatfield, the nineteenth century historian of Doncast~r, 
wrote: 
Mr. Lockwood's tender received preference, for his 
influence with the Corporation was paramount and the 
power of his family might2defy competition from what ever quarter it emanated. 
Unfortunately, it is impossible to estimate the frequency of this 
form of bias or corruption. 
I 
. 
The available evidence suggests that, in the majority of cases after 
1700, separate firms and groups of workmen were employed to perform 
the different types of work involved in the construction of public 
buildings. The extension to Leeds Workhouse was let on separate 
contracts in 1740.3 Similarly, Sheffield General Infirmary was 
built by several contractors.4 In the nineteenth century, the 
. . ' 5 
various types of work for Carver Street Chapel, Sheffield, 1804-5 t 
1. J.D. Leader and S. Snell, op.cit. pp.13-l4. 
2~· C.W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (3rd series, 
1870), p.17l. 
3. to/Ml 26· March - 27. August 1740. 
4. J.D. Leader and S. Sne~l, op.cit. pp.13-l4. 
5. T.A. Seed, Norfolk Street Wesleynn Chapel, Sheffield (1900), 
pp.2}6-9. 
the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 1816-18,1 Leeds Corn 
"2 Exchange, 1826-8, and many more buildings were performed by 
different firms. Newspaper advertisements requesting tenders 
were usually directed towards "such persons as are willing to 
contract for the different works necessary •••• n~ 
However, there were several projects where one firm was employed. 
to execute the whole of the building work. Sheffield Town Hall, 
1700-1, and Leeds l-100t Hall, rebuilt 1710-11, already mentioned, 
are two very early examples. Subsequent examples are the West 
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. 'It-Riding House o,f Correction, 1766-8, the Market Place and Shambles 
at Rotherham, 1802- ,5 and Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 1837-40. 
In these cases the firms probably relied to some extent on sub-
contracting part of the work which they had agreed to perform: 
the firm which was employed to build Wakefield Exchange Buildings 
for example, subcontracted the plastering, plumbing, glazing, and 
i 
, 6 
slater's work. 
1. Watson and Pritchett, op.cit. 
2. L.I. 1 June 1826. 
-
3. Ibid 5 August 1811, advertisement requesting tenders for 
bUIlding Leeds Court House. 
4. J.R. Turner, op.cit. p.88. 
5. J. Guest, op.cit. pp.542-3. 
6. Wak~fi~ld ~chang7 B~ildines Papers: Agreement between 
BenJam1n B1nns, W1ll1am Perkin and George Perkin ••••• 
and tho Directors. 
v 
Throughout the period 1700-1840, firms or workmen, who were chosen 
to perform building work, were required to sign a legally binding 
, 
contract for its execution. For example, in 1700 Sheffield Town 
Trust spent 4s.9d. "at sealing the articles with Mr. Renny about 
1 building the Towns hall". Similarly, contracts were drawn up 
for the extension to Leeds Workhouse in 1740. ·The workhouse 
minutes recorded a decision that: 
Mr. John and Thomas Lucas, bricklayers, Do and performe 
all the stone and brick work in building the house above 
mentioned, find and provide necessaries i~certed in a 
Contract.to be drawn in the ensuing week. 
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The usual basic form of contract was an agreement by the contractor 
to perform a specified piece of work, for a stipulated sum of money, 
within a specified time period. A good example is the contract 
entered into in 1766 for rebuilding the West Riding House of 
:Correction. The Quarter Sessions minutes recorded that: 
The court doth contract with Robert Carr of Horbury, 
. mason, and Luke Holt of Horbury, carpenter for the 
b~ilding of the new House of Correction for the sum 
of £2,650, to be
3
bui1t within two years from 
Michaelmas 1766. 
A later example is the contract drawn up in 1837 for building 
Wakefield Exchange BU11ding.4 Not only doee the contract 6pec1!y 
the detaile already mentioned but it also specifies how the 
contractors shou1d be paid. The agreed amount was to be paid 
to the contractors in six instalments, each becoming due when the 
1. J.D. Leader, op.cit. pp.271-86. 
2. LO/Ml 2 April 1740. 
3. West Riding Quarter' Sessions held at Rotherham 6 August 1766, 
quoted in J.ll. Turner, op.cit. p.88. 
4. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Agreement between Benjamin 
Binns, William Perkin and George Perkin •••• and the Directors, 
18 Harch 1837. 
walls and arches of the basement had been built and the whole of 
the joisting of ,the ground floor had been completed; the'third 
in'stalment of £1,200 became due when the roof had been completed; 
and so on. 
The possibility of contractors failing to complete their work for 
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the amounts specified in their contracts was a major worry for the 
promoters of buildings. In order to guard against liability for 
additional expenditure for this reason, promoters often required 
contractors to provide some form of guarantee that they would pay 
any additional costs. The guarantee normally took the form of a 
money bond, issued by a third party, which the promoters could 
. draw upon if the contractors overran the contracted cost • 
. Although the bulk of evidence for this practice concerns the 
period 1790-1840, it also occurred in the earlier part of the 
~ighteenth century: for example. when a comparatively minor repair 
to Leeds Moot Hall was required in 1737, the joiner and bricklayer 
concerned were required to "give security jointly, for their true 
" 1 
performing this agreement". In 1802, when the promoters of 
Rotherham Market Place and Shambles accepted John Earnshaw's 
estimate of £1,760 for building and completing the work within 
twelve months, they requested him to provide "proper sureties for 
the due perform~ce of the contract".2 Similarly, the building 
committee of \~akefield Public Rooms informed potential contractors 
that "Security satisfactory to the Committee, equal to one half of 
the amount of the respective contracts, will be required of the 
1. DB/l97/l, part 1, fo.372, 20 June 1737. 
2. J. Guest, op.cit. p.542. 
contractors. The expense of the agreements will be paid by the 
Committee". 1 A similar procedure was followed in making the 
contract for Wakefield Exchange Buildings: two men acted as 
sureties for the contracto~s by signing bonds which stipulated 
that they would each pay £1,000 if the building work was not 
satisfactorily conducted according to the terms of the contract.2 
In some cases even the architect was asked to provide some form 
of security that his estimates would be adhered to: for example 
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when John Clark was appointed architect of Leeds Commercial Buildings 
in 1825;3 and whenR.D. Chantrell was asked to design an 'ex~ension 
for Leeds PhiloSQphicalHall in 1826.4 In the latter case the 
architect declined the request and another firm of architects was 
employed. 
Promoters were also often worried that their building might not be 
;completed within the time period. specified in the contract. To 
. 
guard against this, penalty clauses were sometimes inserted in 
contracts. For example, the contract for building a coffee house 
at Sheffield in 1793 included a proviso that the builder should 
forfeit £100 if he did not complete the" work by the date specified.5 
Similarly; the Wakefield Exchange Buildings contract stipulated 
that the builders would forfeit £20 for every month by which 
. 6 
completion was overdue. 
1. Y.A.S. 53L 20: Specifications •••• of a Public BuildinG at 
Wakefield (~/akefie1d, 1820). 
2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Bond issued by Joseph 
Holdsworth and Daniel Middlethwaite, 18 March 1837. 
3. ~ 14 July 1825. 
4. Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society Journal I 25 May 
1827. . - - " 
5. S.C.A. MS.Wi1 D260, Articles of agreement for erecting a 
Coffee House at Sheffield. 23 Hay 1793. 
6. See note 4. on page 
It was common for modifications to be made to the design of a 
building after ~ contract had been signed, and therefore it was 
necessary for building promoters to guard against the contractors 
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taking advantage of this situation. One form of safeguard, which 
was adopted by the promoters of Wakefield Exchange Buildings, was 
to insert clauses in a contract, stipulating that if it was decided 
to omit work, or to add to it, the architect was at liberty to 
increase or decrease the amount which the contractors were due to 
receive. In order to cater for such an eventuality itemized 
accounts were required from the contractors, a point about which 
the architect· of Wakefield Exchange Buildings was adamant. In' 
1837'he wrote to the promoters' solicitor as follows: 
It is absolutely and indispensably necessary in this 
as in all case of Contract \·/orks that a List of detailed 
prices for the works in each department should be put 
into my hands before the signing of the contracts in 
order to make secure against future disputes and 
disagreements. •••••• Such prices to be the guide 
in valuing Additions or Deductions that may arise during 
the progress of the Works from the Design, Specifications 
and Agreement. 1 
While negotiations with potential contractors were in progress and 
immediately after contracts were made, there were a few other 
important matters which required attention: the building committee 
needed to gather in the funds for the building work; and the 
architect needed to select suitable building materials and engage 
a clerk of works. 
When a building was financed by a public body, the building committee 
, ) 
was usually able to pay for it simply by drawing on the body's funds 
or revenue. However, when a building was financed by a number of 
1. Wakefield EXchan(;e Buildings Papers: Letter from W.L. Hoffatt 
to J • Scholey , 13 March 18Yl. 
f • 
private individuals, the building committee (via the enterprise's 
treasurer or solicitor) had the task of eathering in money from 
people who had promised to contribute to the cost. When people 
initially subscribed,for shares in a building company, they paid 
only a nominal deposit, and promised to pay the bulk of their 
contribution when they were formally requested to do so. Three-
fifths of the capital subscribed to Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 
1837-40, was called in before ~uilding work commenced, and the 
242 
remainder during the first year building was in progress. 1 While 
part of this money was needed to pay for the site, the building 
committee obviously wanted to have money in hand when the building 
At least two-fifths of the Leeds South 11arket 
Company's capital was called in before building work commenced, 
but there are no details about the remainder.2 The building 
committee of Rotherham Market Place and Shambles, built 1802-4, 
Falled in their company's capita;. even more speedily than those 
. 
. already mentioned: eight calls of ten per cent were made before 
building commenced, and the remainder was called in within the 
next six months.3 
Meanwhile, the architect had two matters to attend to in addition 
to the negotiations with contractors already mentioned. He mi~t 
. . 
travel about to find suitable building materials: for example, 
Clark, the architect of Leeds Commercial Buildings, inspected 
1. Wakefield Exchanee Buildings Papers: Letter from the company 
solicitor to shareholders, requesting them to pay money due 
on their shares, 19 November 1838. 
2. L.C.A. FW21l: South Market Committee Order Book, 23 June, 
1 August 1823. ' 
3. J. Guest, op.cit. pp.541-3. 
./ 
, , 
quarries to obtain stone for the building.1 The other matter 
which the archit~ct had to deal with was hiring a clerk of 
works - the man who administered and supervised the building work. 
William Moffatt, the,architect of Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 
wrote to the company's solicitor in 1837: "I have taken steps 
to provide a Clerk of Works who I expect will be ready to enter 
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on his duties immediately that the Building requires his attention.2 
Once the'procedures discussed.in this chapter had been completed, 
building work could begin • 
. I 
1. ~. 11 August 1825. 
2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Letter from W.L. 
Moffatt to J. Scholey, 13 Harch 1837. 
CHAPrER VII 
THE ORGANIZATION OF BUILDING PROJECTS -
PART TWO 
Nothing better conveys the excitement and interest produced by 
the commencement of work on ·a new public building than the pomp 
. 
and circumstance surrounding the laying of its foundation stone. 
~ 
As the following contemporary accounts show, foundation ceremonies 
often were magnificent affairs: 
The first stone of this Institution, the WEST-RIDING 
PROPRIETARY SCHOOL, was laid on Wednesday, the Sixth 
day of February, 1833, by the Right Honorable the 
EARL of MEXBOROUGH, P.G.H. of the Provincial Grand 
Lodge of FREE and ACCEPTED HASONS, the CONSTABLE of 
the TOWN, the ARCHITECT, Mr. RICHARD LANE, of 
MANCHESTER, a great number of SHAREHOLDERS and their 
FRIENDS, and an immense concourse of SPECTATORS, all 
feeling-the most lively interest in its welfare. 
The PROCESSION formed in Westgate, and, preceded by 
a band of music, marched to the site intended for the 
building ••••• Convenient hustings were vested for 
the Ladies, and other arrangements made, conducive to 
the order and solemnity of the ceremony. 
The Rev. Dr. NAYLOR, the PROVINCIAL GRAND CHAPLAIN, 
offered up a Prayer. 
, 
The Right Honorable the Earl of MEXBOROUGH then (with 
a silver Trowel, which was subsequently presented to 
his Lordship, with a suitable Inscription, by the 
Committee,) la~d the first stone; after which, the 
Rev. THOHAS KILBY addressed the assembled multitude, 
to which the PROVINCIAL GRAND CHAPLAIN replied in the 
most suitable manner, concluding an eloquent Address 
to the bountiful Father of all mercies, with the Lord's 
Prayer. 
The Procession then returned in the same order to the 
Provincial Grand LodCe, where the National Anthem was . 
played, and the delighted Spectators immediately dispersed. 
One hundred of the SHAREHOLDERS and their FRIENDS afterwards 
sat down to a sumptuous Dinner at the Old Assembly Room, 
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.' 
White Hart Inn, the Right Honorable the EARL of MEXBOROUGH 
in the Chair, JOSEPH HOLDSWORTH, Esq. (the Chairman of the 
Committee,) Vice-Pre'sident; and after an Evening spent in 
the "feast'of reason and the flow of soul", aeparated with 
anxious wishes for the completion of the building. 
West Riding Proprietary School, Proceedin~s at the 
Laying of the First Stone, 6th February 1633 
pp.17-l8. 
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LEEDS COHI1ERCIAL BUILDINGS 
The first stone of these Buildings was laid at two o'clock 
this day, by Lepton Dobson, Esq. Chairman of the Committee, 
in the presence of a numerous and respectable assemblage of 
ladies and gentlemen. The Hayor and Corporation of Leeds 
with several functionaries •••• assembled at the Court House, 
at twelve o'clock, and proceeded in the following order of 
procession to the site of the intended building:-
Constables. 
Husic & Choristers. 
Chief and Deputy Constables. 
The Hayor, Recorder and Corporation. 
E. Smith, Esq. Solicitor. 
R. Barr, Esq. Deputy Town Clerk, with the Coins. 
John Clark, Esq. Architect. 
Lepton Dobson, Esq. Chairman of the Committee, and 
i . the Vicar. 
J. W. Elam, Esq. with a silver trowel. 
• • • • • • • • 
Members of the Committee, four abreast. 
Subscribers, three abreast. 
Gentlemen of the town, three abreast. 
Contractor for the Bricklayers' \-Iork, carrying a 
mahogany plumb-rule and trowel ornamented with blue 
ribbons. 
Bricklayers' Workmen, three abreast 
•••• more contractors and workmen •••• 
Constables. 
The procession halted at the corner of Bond Street and at 
the corner of Boar Lane, at which places the Choristers 
sang "God Save the King" •••• 
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When the procession arrived on the spot, a laree stone •••• 
was raised, and the mortar applied to the eround by Hr. 
Dobson, with the silver trowel. The stone was then lowered, 
and he placed the level on various parts of it. He then 
took the mahogany mallet, and struck the stone three times, 
saying, "Thus, thus, and thus I lay the first stone of the 
Leeds Commercial Buildings; and may the Almighty bless 
our undertaking". 
Leeds Intelligencer, 18th 11ay 1826 
I 
After the pomp and splendour of the foundation ceremony, the 
construction of a bu~lding began in earnest. The task of overall 
supervision of the work was undertaken by the architect. As was 
noted earlier, Mr. Atkinson, the architect of Sheffield Theatre, 
was required as part of his duties to "Superintend, and from time 
to time as occasion shall require, give instructions to such as 
shall be employed. 1 Similarly, Mr. Rawstone, the architect of 
Sheffield General Infirmary, 1793-7, "conducted the building at 
2 
every stage".. The architects of Leeds Philosophical Hall, 
1819-22, and Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 1837-40, made frequent 
inspections of the works, and were expected to ensure that the 
contractors strictly adhered to the specifications required.3 
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A few architects took rather less interest at the construction stage; 
for example, John Carr, the architect of Leeds General Infirmary, I __ 
was loth to supervise its construction because of his many 
commitments - he was occasionally consulted about details, but 
4 for most of the period a "surveyor" was on site to act as overseer. 
The surveyor, more usually called the clerk of works, was a vital 
adjunct to the architect in the supervision of the construction 
1. S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256 , dated 30 December 1776. 
2. J. Hunter, Hallamshire (A. Gatty's edn. 1869), p.324. 
3. E. Kitson Clark, The History of 100 Years of Life of the 
Leeds Philoso hical and Litcrar Societ (Leeds, 1924), 
pp.11-35 , and hl. 7 July 1 2~; V/akefie1d Exchange Buildings 
Papers, miscellaneous references to the' architect's 
inspections, respectively. 
4. S.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963), I, 7. 
," 
process. He managed the site, dealing with all the day-to-day 
administration ~ecessary during construction, and having complete 
charge of the works in the architect's absence. 1 Clearly, the 
architect would prefer a man with experience of similar schemes, 
and it is evident that clerks moved from one public building to 
another: when James Donaldson completed his duties as clerk of 
work to Wakefield Exchange Buildings at the end of 1839, he went 
on to a similar job at East Parade Chapel in Leeds.2 Donaldson's 
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duties at Wakefield Exchange Buildings were to approve the contractors' 
building materials and workmanship, if the architect was absent; 
to make payment of wages and other bills incidental to construction; 
to assist in the purchase of building materials; and to deal with 
any additional matters which required attention. These seem to 
have been the typical duties of a clerk of works. Although it 
may appear surprising for the clerk to assist in the purchases of 
materials (a job which might have been left to the contractors) 
it did occur elsewhere. The clerk of works at Sheffield General 
Infirmary also performed this duty: "To obtain timber, two master 
builders and carpenters of acknowledged credit, character, and 
abilities, accompanied by the Clerk of the Works, proceeded to 
Thorne and Hull, there to buy for ready money the best articles 
they could meet with".3 
Once the building contracts had been signed and sealed, a surprisingly 
short time elapsed before work started: less than four months in 
1. The duties of a clerk of works are well documented in Wakefield 
Exchange Buildings Papers. In particular, see the building 
contract, and a document head, '~arff v Michlethwaite: 
Memorandum taken from Donaldson" dated c.1840. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Minutes of the Infirmary's building committee, cited in J.D. 
Leader and S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Royal 
Infirmary (Sheffield, u:l'j'n, pp.14-1,. 
" 
the case.of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum in 1816;1 
and only two mon~hs in the case of Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg 
Infirmary. 2 The speed with which ~eds Court House was commenced 
was quite remarkable: specifications for the building were made 
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available to potential contractors in August 1811, and the building's 
first stone was laid less than one month later.3 
It was usual to pay contractors by instalments as the building work 
progressed; a practice which spanned the whole of the period 1700-
1840. Mr. Renny, the architect and contractor for Sheffield Town 
Hall, 1700-1, -received his payment in four instalments of £50.4 
Also, as we have seen, the contract for building Wakefield Exchange 
.Buildings stipulated that the contractors were to be paid in six' 
instalments, the last one becoming due when the building had been 
satisfactorily completed.5 This contract illustrates also the 
general practice that no payment .. would be made for work until the 
architect or clerk of works certified it as being satisfactory; 
if work was found to be defective, contractors were expected to 
make it good at their own expense. 
In general, the day-to-day events during the construction of a 
public building were unspectacular and therefore no attempt is 
. 
made here to describe them in any detail. However, in several 
1. Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Elevations •••• (1819). 
2. ~. 16 April, 23 June 1829. 
3. ~. 5 August, 2 September 1811. 
4. J.D. Leader, The Records of the Burr:er of Sheffield 
called the Town Trust Sheffield, 1(J~/I , pp.2'1l-~b. 
5. Wakefield Exchanee Buildings Papers: the building contract, 
18 March le37. 
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cases difficulties arose which, while causing proprietors and 
building committees severe, worries, provide, much added interest 
to the study of public buildings; these are discussed in the later 
sections of this chapter. Regardless of whether construction ·had . 
been routine or full of problems, a building was eventually completed, 
and the opening of the premises provided yet another opportunity 
for celebrations. Processions, stirring words and a great 
co~motion were as much the order of the day as they had been at 
the foundation ceremony. As the Leeds Nonthly Hagazine pointed 
out in 1829, on the eve of the opening of Leeds Commercial Buildings, 
there was one. type of celebration which was rarely omitted: 
The avidity of the English people for guzzling in public, 
must be perfectly astonishing to other nations; nothing 
at all can be done \o/ithout it. Of course, a public 
dinner is absolutely necessary to give the opening of 
these Commercial Buildin~s proper eclat; and accordingly, 
we see one is announced.· .' 
II 
Once a building was completed and the contractors' accounts had 
been settled, the architect's fees needed to be paid. M.S. Briggs 
has suggested that an architect's fee amounted to approximately five 
per cent of theb~ildi~g's cost;2 however. the available evidence 
for public buildings suggests a sum nearer two per cent. 101r. 
JohnDon, the architect of the Subscription Library and Union News 
1. Leeds Monthly Haf'jazine IX, November 1839, 429-30. 
2. M.S. Briggs, The Architect in History (1927), cited in 
F. Beck\'lith, IIThomas Taylor - Regency Architect", Thors. 
Soc.Pubns· t Honograph I (1949), p.86. 
1 Room at Leeds, 1807-8, was paid £100 out of a,total cost of £5,000. 
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Similarly, the ar~hitect's fees.for Leeds General Infirmary, 1768-71, 
, 2 
were £98. 5s. Ode out of a total cost· of £4,599. Sometimes also 
the clerk of works' or. surveyor's fees were paid at the end of a 
project; after the major enlargement of the West Riding House of 
Correction was completed in 1824 the West Riding magistrates 
paid £300 to a Mr. Hartley for superintending the er~ction of the new 
buildings.' 
However, architects sometimes waived their fees if a building was 
. to be used for charitable purposes. For example, the management 
committee of Leeds Lancasterian School reported in 1814: 
I 
It is a duty which we perform with pleasure to 
acknowledge their obligations to Mr. Taylor, the 
Architect, who gratuitously furnished the plans of 
the building, superintended its erection, measured ~ff 
the work and settled all .accounts with the workmen. 
Slmilarly, William Hurst supervised the erection of Doncaster National 
School, 1816-17, free of charge. 5 In the case of Carver Street 
.lethodist Connexion Chapel in Sheffield, built 1804-5, no architect's 
fees were required because the superintendent minister, Rev. William 
Jenkins, had been an architect before becoming a minister.6 
1. F. Beckwith, op.cit. p.86. 
2. S.T. Anning, op.cit. p.7. 
,. J.H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p.171. 
4. F. Beckwith, op.cit. p.23, quoting first Report of Leeds 
Lancasterian School (1814). The Committee went on to report 
lithe kindness 01 the different workmen, who, in their zeal 
for the cause undertoolt and completed, their work at less 
. than current prices". 
. 5. C.W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (2nd series, 
1868), p.362. 
6. T.A. Seed, Norfolk Street Wesleyan Chapel, Sheffield (1900), 
pp.236-9. 
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As will be shown in the latter part of this chapter, the duration 
of a building project might be' ,prolonged by a wide variety of 
exceptional circumstances. IIowever, it is possible to make 
generalizations about the length of time it tooit to erect buildings, 
when no significant problems held back progress.1 Regardless of 
time period, on average a building of fairly plain design and 
medium size, by contemporary standards, took under two years to 
erect. Usually it would be commenced in one calendar year and 
completed in the next. The following are typical examples of 
buildings of medium size and medium cost in their respectiv~ periods: 
Sheffield Town Hall built, Hay 1700 to May 1701, at a cost of £220;' 
Doncaster Theatre built, April 1775 to Hay 1776, at a cost of 
£1577; , and St. John's Church, Bradford, built 1839-40, at a cost 
of £4000. In general, Schools, almshouses, and nonconformist 
chapels took between one and two years to build, irrespective of 
jthe time period or cost. For ~~ample, even Brunswick Methodist 
chapel at Leeds, one of the largest and most expensive nonconformist 
chapels, being capable of seating 2,500 people and costing over 
£7000, was completed after only twenty months in September 1825. 
In contrast to the latter, on average it took three and a half years 
to build an Anglican church. 
Buildings above medium size and cost normally took longer to complete. 
During the eighteenth century the construction of buildings costing 
over £3000 spanned approximately three to five years: for examplo, 
1. These generalizations are based on an analysis of the data 
contained in the gazatteer. 
Doncaster Mansion House, costing £4,563, took four years, 1745-8; 
Leeds Mixed Clo~h Hall, costing £5,300, took three years, 1956-8; 
Leeds General Infirmary, costing £4,599, took five years, 1793-7; 
and st. John's Church, Wakefield, costing £9,228, took five years, 
1791-5. During the first forty years of the nineteenth century, 
buildings which cost between £4,000 and £9,000 took two to three 
years to erect, and those above this cost took from three to six 
years. Examples of the latter type are the West Riding Pauper 
Lunatic Asylum, costing £40,000, which took three years to build, 
1816-18; the extension of the West Riding House of Correction, 
costing £28,300, which took six years, 1819-24; Leeds Commercial 
Buildings, costing £28,300, which was erected in three and a half 
years, Hay 1826 to October 1829; Leeds Central Market, costing 
£24,800, which took three years, November 1824 to October 1827; 
and St. George's Church, Sheffield, costing fl5,181, which took 
,four years, July 1821 to June 1825. 
253 
The most significant factor, apart from the size and quality of the 
building, determining the duration of a building project, was the 
length of time between the inception of the idea and the commencement 
of construction, since this varied considerably. For example, the 
Doncaster Mansion House project was particularly slow-moving; it 
was initiated in 1739 but building did not begi~ until 1745.1 
. 
The Leeds Central Harket project was also fairly slow-movine at 
first; it was proposed in September 1822 but building did not begin 
1. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the 
Borouch of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV, 212, 216. 
/ 
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until November 1824.1 Similarly, Sheffield Town Hall was proposed 
in 1804 but its first stone was not laid until 1808.2 In contrast, 
other proposals were often acted upon more speedily. Leeds 
General Infirmary was proposed in June 1767, and its f~rst stone 
was laid in October 1768.3 Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg 
Infirmary was proposed in 1828 and its first stone was laid in 
, 4 
June 1829. Sheffield General Infirmary was proposed in April 
1792 and was begUn in September 1793.5 The project to build 
Leeds Philosophical Hall was one of the most rapid in its early 
stages; it was initiated in May 1819 and building began two 
months later.~ 
1. ~ 2 September 1822, 2 December 1824. 
2. W.R.Q.S. Gen.Index: Court Houses, Wakefield June 1804; 
Sheffield 1833 D. p.68. 
3. ~. 9 June 1767, 11 October 1768. 
4. J.K. Walker, Observations on the Expediency of Establishin~ 
Hospitals •••• (Huddersfield, 1522); L.I. 25 June Id29 • 
........ 
5. J.D.,Leader and S. Snell, op.cit. pp.8, 12. 
6. E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. pp.20 - 1. 
III 
Problems could aricc at almost any stage of a building project; 
in some cases they made a building committee's task merely more 
arduous, but at thei~ worst they severely retarded the progress 
of a project and made unwelcome demands on the promoter's 
financial resources. In some schemes, problems began early on 
with the purchase of a site. We saw previously that the process 
of obtaining a site might be delayed by·competition for its 
purchase; in fact there were several other problems which 
might arise. 
One problem might be the existence of legal obstacles to the 
purchase of the site. Charitable trusts were unable to sell 
their property without the sanction of an Act of Parliament, and 
therefore both delay and additional expense would result if a 
f ' --building committee chose a site belonging ,to a trust. In 1755 
the Mixed Clothiers applied to Leeds Pious Uses Committee, with 
a view to purchasing part of the Grammar School Estate as the 
site for their cloth hall. It seems likely that the legal 
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difficulties prevented the transaction from taking place, since at 
the time the Pious Uses Committee were fully in agreement with the 
, 1 
proposal. The drawbacks were clearly illustrated almost twenty 
years later, when the White Clothiers decided to buy the same 
piece of land for the site of their new cloth hall: apart from 
a delay of six months while an Act was" obtained, the cost of 
1. DB/l97/l, part 2, fo.448 , 24 November 1755. 
obtaining the Act was almost as much as the purchase price of the 
land - the land ,cost £300, while the expenses of obtaining the 
Act were £228. 1 
Site purchase might also be delayed or complicated when the land 
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was owned by a number of people.' The Wakefield Exchange Buildings 
.' 2 
project provides the most extreme example of this pr?blem. It 
was necessary to make at least six legal agreements, with a 
variety of parties, before the company gained full control of 
the site. For example, a house which was situated on the site 
was owned jointly by four parties and it was necessary to make 
four separate agreements in order to complete its purchase. 
In order to obtain another part of the land, the company had to 
agree to pay not only a sum of money but also an annuity. The 
solicitor spent a great deal of time at the Register Office 
~earching for incumbrances on the property, and the result was 
that the site purchase could be comp~eted only after agreements 
had been obtained from a number of people, one of whom was living 
in America and another in Grand Canary Island. Finally, all the 
arraneements having been made and the agreement signed, several 
disputes arose over"'precisely what the vendors 'COUld remove from 
the site. 
Further obstacles inhibiting the choice of sites were the conditions 
and restrictions which sale acreements placed on the nature and 
1. DB/197/l, part 2, fo.514-5, 20 December 1774; White Cloth Hall 
papers, C.18a dated 25 Hay 1775; 15 Geo.III c. 90 (1775): 
An Act for tho Sal: and ~franchisement of certain Copyhold 
Tenements and !Jrem~ses, l.n the Parish of Leeds in tho County 
of York. Part of the Estate i)elonf;inr: to the i"ree Gramr.1ar 
School there, for the Purpose of Erecting a Public Cloth Hall. 
2. \/aketield ElcchtU'lCe Buildings Papers: Itemized bill for legal 
services of IInxby: and Scholey, solicitors to the Directors, 
21 ~larch 1836 - June 1839; Articles of agreement for purchase 
of land. 
physical characteristics of the building which could be erected on 
the land in question. The sale agreement for the sites of Leeds 
Mixed Cloth Hall, 1756-8, and Leeds Philosophical Hall, 1819-22, 
are cases in point.. The agreement for the cloth hall site 
stipulated that the height of the building should not exceed 
twenty-four feet and that no windows should be made on the south-
east side of the hall.1 The agreement for the Philosphical Hall 
site stipulated that the building was to be "fronted with Stone 
of Tool'd Ashler or red dressed Bricks", and it was to be not 
less than thirty feet high.2 Neither site could have been used 
tor the markets and shambles subsequently built in Leeds because 
the former agreement prohibited the erection of a public house 
(which the markets incorporated) and the latter prohibited the 
erection of slaughter-houses (which the Bazaar and Shambles, 
and the South Market in~orporated). 
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Delays might also arise because existing tenants had to be removed 
trom a site before building could begin. For'example, although 
Doncaster Corporation built the town theatre on its own land, the 
building could not be commenced until a row of shops on the site 
had been demolished. In 1774 it was necessary for the building 
cornmit~ee to treat with the tenants in order to persuade them to 
quit the premi~es.3 Similarly, it was reported in July 1825 
1. DB/24/3, , An Indenture made between Richard \1ilson Esq. of 
Leeds and John Rogerson of Leeds, clother, Benjamin Holdsworth 
of same, clother, John Hollingworth of IIolbeck, clothier, 
9 May 1757. 
2. Leeds Philosophical Hall Building Committee Book, p. 1-2, 
Conditions for the Elevation of the Building to be observed 
by Purchaser of Land, 4 Hay 1819. 
3. Doncaster Corporation, op.cit.' IV, 245. 
that work on Leeds Corn Exchanse would now proceed "with as little 
delay as the pro~er accommodation of present tenants will admit"; 
in fact, it was another nine months before the building could be 
started.1 
Finally, having gained access to a site, problems might arise 
because of the nature of the ground. How common this was is 
uncertain, but the sort of difficulty which could occur is 
illustrated by the Leeds Public Baths project. 
committee reported in 1821 that: 
The building 
~ 
A plot of ground originally fixed on was relinquished 
in consequence of the fear that a good foundation 
could not be made, and, though the committee had 
nothing to apprehend in the sround they purchased, 
they have to regret that the back part of the 
present site w~s found too swampy to risk a building 
without piles. . 
This unfortunate circumstance added over £500 to the cost of the 
! 
project. 
1. ~. 7 July 1825, 27 April 1826. 
2. Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws 
•••• (Leeds, 1826), pp.3-4 • 
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IV 
The most common problem experienced in the course of a building 
project was that the final cost of a building was often considerably 
, 
in excess of the architect's original estimate. Leeds General 
Infirmary, 1768-71, Rotherham Market Place and Shambles, 1802-4, 
Leeds Public Baths, 18l9-20~ and Sheffield Cutlers' Hall, 1832-3, 
are just a few of the buildings where the final costs were higher 
than anticipated. 1 Contemporary comment clearly shows that this 
situation occurred frequently. The committee of Leeds Philosophical 
and Literary Society reported in 1821 with reference to their 
hall, which was in construction: 
The original estimate including the land was £4,000, 
but it will not much surprise those who are practically 
conversant with the science of architecture when they 
are informed that this estimate will be exceeded by 
at least fa,OOO.2 
$imi1ar1y, the chairman of the directors of the West Riding 
Proprietary School commented at the school's opening ceremony in 
1834: 
It is incident to all large undertakings of this 
nature to exceed the computed cost. The exact est 
foresight seldom provides for all contingencies.~ 
The novelty of a building project which did not exceed its 
estimated cost is clearly apparent from a speech' given at the 
opening of Leeds Commercial Buildings in 1829. Lepton Dobson, 
1. S.T.Anning, 0f.Cit. I,ll; J. Guest, lIistoric Notices of 
Rotherham ...Worksop, 1879), pp.542-3· Leeds Public Baths, 
op.cit. PP.3-4; R.E. Leader, History of the Company of 
Cutlers ••• (Sheffield, 1905), pp.14o-3; respectively. 
2. 'E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. p.28 • 
3. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.25. 
, 
.. 
one of' the building's trustees, remarked that:' "the whole will be 
completed withi~ Mr. Clark's original estimate, a fact seldom 
occurring either public or private buildings.,,1 
There were four major causes of excessive costs: increases in 
the costs of labour and materials during the course of a project; 
the tendency for building committees to modify a building's 
specifications when the work,was in progress; the ineptitude of 
the contractors; and technical hitches. The cost of Wakefield 
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Exchange Buildings exceeded its estimate by fifty per cent (£3,000) 
partly because of the increased cost of materials. There was a 
big increase in demand for stone during the progress of the work 
and at one point work stopped because supplies had run out. The 
contractors had little choice other than to pay higher prices in 
order to obtain the materials they needed. 2 
The modification of a building's design while work was in progress " 
was a frequent and costly occurrence - even modest alterations were 
expensive. The west Riding Proprietary School's building 
committee claimed that they had adhered to the contract "with 
all practicable strictness" and had ventured only on such further 
outlay as was "necessary to give consistency and perfectness to 
their design", but the extra cost was at least 0.,000, making 
the final total approximately twenty per cent above the original 
, 1. hl. 15 October 1829. 
2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Barf! v. Micklethwaite 
Instructions for Dieton & to Advise (undated); Bar!! v. 
Micklethwaite - Observations to accompany Questions for 
Answer (undated); Miscellaneous document dated 15 August 1838. 
, 
" 
estimates. 1 When R.D. Chantrell, the architect, was criticised 
for the excessi~e cost of Leeds Philosophical Hall, he laid the 
blame on the interference of the Hall's building committee. He 
claimed: 
The committee for erecting the Hall, made great 
alterations in the Design, after it was, with its 
accompanying estimate, approved of - and secondly, 
that in the progress of the work, they interfered 
without previously conferring with the Architect, 
and introduced further alterations to a considerable 
extent, by which the aggregate cost was swelled to 
a larger amount than originally set down. 2 
The cost of the hall exceeded the original estimate by fifty per 
cent.3 
Technical hitches, such as the swampiness of the site for Leeds 
Public Baths, already noted, could add to the cost of a building. 
The excessive cost of Sheffield Cutlers' Hall was produced by a 
;combination of technical hitches. and the sort of problems already 
mentioned.' ·R.E. Leader attributed it to: 
The quarrymen who saw a chance of getting higher wages; 
the contractor for joinery, who failed to fulfil his 
specifications, and had to be supplanted; and 
experiments with ventilating or the new system of 
heating which, if dO~btful in its operation was 
certain in its cost. 
More will be said in the next section about the excessive costs 
due to ineptitude of contractors. 
1. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.25. 
2. ~. 7 July 1825. 
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Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society Journal, I, Minutes 
of A.G.M., 18 Hay 182l. .. 
4. R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 190-3. 
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For the moment. attention turns to the methods which were adopted 
. to pay for the ~nexpected costs of a building project. One method 
was to solicit additional subscriptions to the building. For 
example. the extra cost of Leeds Philosophical Hall was met by 
persuading two of the existing shareholders each to purchase an 
1 
additional £500 worth of shares. However. the most usual way 
of finding the extra funds was to obtain a loan with the premises 
as security - in other words to take out a mortgage. Only a few 
months after work had begun on Rotherham Market Place and Shambles 
in 1802, the company borrowed £1,875 on a mortgage at five per 
cent per annum, and by the time the building was completed the 
debt had increased to £3,315.2 The Trustees of Leeds General 
Infirmary also were obliged to borrow money to complete the 
building which '.'required more than the Amount of first Calculation". 3 
In view of the disappointing amount of money subscribed to 
~akefield Public Rooms, the proprietors took out a mortgage on 
the premises for £1,400.4 Similarly, in 1828 shortly after the 
completion of Leeds Central Market, its proprietors resolved that: 
The Trustees be empowered to demise the said Trust 
Property for a term of '1500 years in security by way 
of mortgage to anyone who will lend the Proprietors 
£10,000 at interest of five per cent per annum, in 
order to discharge the debts and liabilities of the 
said Company of Proprietors. 5 
'j 
1. E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. p.2l. 
2. J. Guest, op.cit. pp.541-3. 
3. Annual Report of Leeds General Infirmary, 1771-2, quoted 
in S.T. Anning, op.cit. I,'ll. 
4. ' Wakefield Public Rooms Paper: Mortc;ae;e deed between ~1essrs. 
Leatham, Tew & Co. and the trustees of the Public Rooms, 26 
July 1830. Leatham and Taw were bankers, undoubtedly this 
was a loan which had been renewed annually since the building 
was completed. ' 
5. L.C.D. 225; Minutes of the General Meeting of Proprietors of 
the Central Market, 7 March 1828. 
, 
263 
Since buildings frequently exceeded their estimated cost, the 
practice of obtaining mortgages for public buildings must have 
been widespread. 
v 
The other major source of problems in a building. project was the 
incompetence of the bui1di~g contractors and, on occasions, the 
architect. Lack of attention by the architect in the early 
stages of a project might cause unwanted delays. For example, 
it was alleged that the progress of the Leeds Central Market 
project was injuriously delayed because its architect, R.D. Chantrell, 
would not furnish working drawings for. the bui1ding. 1 Delays 
- . 
might als~ result from poor or imprc;>per workmanship; John Carr, 
the architect of Leeds General Infirmary, found that a large part 
lof its foundation was "so ill Executed and improperly set out" 
that the foundation had to be demolished and rebuilt 'before the 
2· 
work could proceed any further. In the case of Leeds Philoso-
phical Hall it was found that the joiner had used the wrong type 
of timber in part of the building and consequently this had to 
be replaced.3 
The longest delays of all were caused by the bankruptcy of building 
contractors. For exa~ple, St. Philip's Church, begun at Sheffield 
in 1822, took six years to complete owing to the contractor's 
1. L.I. 7 July 1325. 
-
2. S.T. Anning, op.cit. I, 9. 
3. L.I. '1 July 1825; E. Kitson Clark, °E·cit. p.28. 
bankruptcy.1 . Wakefield Exchange Buildines was a similar case, 
the contractors ?aving agreed to finish the building by 1st 
October 1838 went bankrupt in the ~eantime and were unable to 
2 
complete the work. ,The building's records give a detailed 
account of the battle which ensued over its completion, and 
264 
reveal the contractors' total incompetence. It was observed that: 
The contractors were intemperate, unattentive and 
unskilful, and had not the pecuniary means required 
for carrying on a work of this description containing 
(as it does)a good dea130f ornamental work particularly in the principal front. 
This problem delayed the completion of the building by two years, 
\ 
and involved the proprietors in an additional outlay of £3,000. 
Similarly, during the building of Rotherham Market Place and 
Shambles (the scheme already noted because of its excessive cost) 
the proprietors held several meetings "as to difficulties with 
. 4 
the contractor". 
When a contractor failed to fulfil his contract, the last resort 
of a building's proprietors was to proceed against the contractor's 
sureties; a course which was taken by the proprietors of both 
Wakefield EXchanee Buildings and Rotherham Market Place and Shambles.5 
The outcome of the Rotherham company's action is unknown, but if 
it was similar to that of the Wakefield company's action, then it 
1. W. White, 1837 D I, 77. 
2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Pape~s: the building contract, 18 . 
March 1837; Barff v. Micklethwaite - Observations to accompany 
Questions for Answer (undated). 
3. ~. Barff v. Micklethwaite - Observations •••• 
4. J. Guest, op.cit. p.543. 
5. Wakefield Exchane;e Buildings Papers: numerous miscellaneous' 
documents, 1837-40; J. Guest, op.cit. p.,43. 
was almost more trouble than it was worth. At the time when the 
contract for bu~lding the corn exchange had been signed, two 
sureties had agreed to pay up to £1,000 each if the contractors 
failed to fulfil its. terms. 1 When it became obvious that the 
builders were unable to complete the building, the proprietors 
approached the sureties for the payment of their bonds. The 
sureties refused to pay the requisite sums. One surety agreed 
to pay £250 in settlement of his liability, but the other refused 
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to pay anything, and in consequence the proprietors began an action 
against him in the Court of Chancery. Although it was clear that 
the contractors had failed to comply with the contract, it soon 
became apparent that the proprietors also, in their anxiety to 
keep the building work going, had breached the contract in various 
ways. The growing doubts about the success of the action 
evidently persuaded the proprietors to settle out of court. 
;The surety agreed to pay £250, but, ironically, the costs of the 
legal battie were £587, part of which, if not all, was paid by , 
the surety. 
Data relating to the performance of building contractors is 
difficult to obtain and therefore it is impossible to estimate 
the frequency of the sort of occurrences discussed above. 
However, it is evident that the general public's confidence in 
their ability was not always as great as it might have been. 
During the opening service for Ebenezer Chapel at Sheffield in 
1. \-lakefield Exchange BuildinGS Papers, especially: Barff v. 
Micklethwaite - Instructions •••• ; Barff v. Hicklethwaite 
Observations •••• ; In Chancery, Plaintiff's costs and 
Defendant's costs. 
/ 
,. 
1823, an alarm was raised that "the building was falling"; the 
congregation es~aped in confusion, breaking seven hundred panes 
1 
of glass. 
VI 
In conclusion, the foregoing discussion of the organization and 
problems of building projects poses various questions which, 
though research may never satisfactorily answer them, are 
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nevertheless of considerable interest. It would be useful to know 
the extent to'which building firms came to specialize in the 
erection of public buildings. A recent study of Thomas Anelay 
and Son, the Doncaster building firm,' revealed that the firm 
worked on many of Doncaster's public buildings in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries.2 Equally, in 1836, the Leeds Nercury 
;reported the death of Mr. George Bro'wtn, "a general contractor 
for the erection of public and other buildings".' However, more 
informative and conclusive evidence would be valuable. 
There are also unanswered questions concerning the problems which 
arose during building projects. For example, although various 
acceptable suggestions have been advanced to explain the excessive 
costs incurred during many building projects, it is possible that 
part of the problem stemmed from the temptation for architects 
and contractors to reduce their estimates to unrealistically low 
1. J. Th~mas, The ~~cal Rer,ister and Chronolofiical Account of •••• 
Sheffl.eld (Shelll.eld, lojO), pp.l'12-3. ' 
2. H.E.C., Stapleton, ed. A Skilful }taster Builder (York, 1975) 
3. Leeds }1ercury 
levels in their keenness to gain employment. Equally, it could 
be argued that, ~hen accepting tenders, building committees were 
lured more by cheapness than by good reputation. 
In addition, it would be useful to have a more detailed analysis 
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of the costs and payments involved in a building project; reliable 
data on changes in the cost of building materials and builders' 
wages would be invaluable to economic historians. 
However, these gaps in our knowledge could be filled only by a 
lengthy studY'of detailed records of building firms and building 
projects, neither of which are in great supply_ Unfortunately, 
time has not permitted the author to delve further into these 
subjects for the present. 
CHAPTER VIII 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND THE ECONOHY 
In the preceding chapters we have surveyed the provision of public 
I 
buildings and studied the motives and methods of the institutions 
and people who provided them. However, from the economic 
historian's point of view, an important area of interest reoains 
to be examined, namely, ,the 'relationship between public building 
provision and the functioning and development of the local and 
national econom,ies. The two sections of this short chapter 
. 
~' attempt to place public buildings in the~r conteoporary economic 
context: Section I presents data on the value of investment in 
public buildings and compares them with investment in other 
forms of capital; Section II then examines the hypothesis that 
the level of investment in'public buildings was influenced by i ' _ 
fluctuations,in the general level of economic activity~ A 
general cautionary note is in order, in that the reliability of 
the data is restricted and, thus, they cannot bear a sophisticated 
cliometric examination. Indeed many of the calculations which 
follow rely on very bold assumptions. Nevertheless, in view 
of current concern with the link between capital for~ation and 
economic growth, the results of this investigation are of 
interest, despite their limitations. 
I 
In recent years there has been a great debate amongst economic 
historians about the nature of capital formation during the 
Industrial Revolution: its size and rate of change, and its 
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1 
extent in particular industries and sectors of the economy. This 
study has produced estimates of fixed capital formation in one not 
inconsiderable form of construction, the public building, for an 
important economic region, the West Riding. It is interesting,' 
therefore, to attempt to assess the relative importance of public 
buildings as a sector of investment. 
Since there are no figures for the size of capital formation in 
, the West Riding in the period 1700-1840 - the years for which 
expenditure on public buildings has been calculated - the contri-
bution of public buildings to capital formation must be estimated 
by an indirect route. Since we have estimates of the proportion 
of national capital formation absorbed by urban house-building, 
by estimating the relative sizes of investment in public buildings 
and urban houses, we can arrive at an estimate of the proportion 
o:f national capital formation absorbed by public buildings. 
I. •. , 
The census returns for the West Riding show that the stock of houses 
in the twelve ~est Riding towns increased by 40,050 between 1801 
2 
and 1841. If all these new dwellings had been working-class 
houses, they would have cost a total of approximately £2 million, 
1. See F.Crouzet, ed.' Capital Formation in the Industrial Revolution 
(1972), esp. articles by P.Deane and S.Po11ardj J.P.P. Higeins 
and S.Po11ard, eds. As ects of Canital Investment in Great 
Britain 1750-1850 (1971; S.D. Chapman, "l'ixed Capital 
Formation in the British Cotton Industry, 1770-1815", Economic 
History Review (1970); M.C. Reed, Investment in Railways in 
Britain, 1020-1(,44 (1975); C.H. Feinstein, "Capital formation 
in Great Britain", Cambridge Economic History of Europa VII 
(1978), 28-96. 
2. Census Reports of Great Britain, 1801 and J.B4l 
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but, assuming that about 10 per cent were built for the middle ,and 
upper classes, a total cost of £3-4 million would be a more realistic 
1 
estimate. During the same period approximately one million pounds 
was spent on public buildings in the twelve towns.' Hence, expen-
diture on public buildings amounted to something between one-half 
and one-quarter of the total expenditure on houses. 
Chalklin has estimated that in the period, c.1750-l820, approxi~, 
, mat ely one-half of national house-building was urban, and he 
assumes that house construction absorbed about 25 or 30 per cent 
of national capital formation. 2 Thus, on this basis, urban house-
building seems to have absorbed about l2i-15 per cent of national 
capital formation. lithe ratio of investment in public buildings 
to investment in house-building was the same for the whole country 
as it was for the West Riding, the implication is that public 
b~ildings must have abs~~rbed somewhere between 3 and 7i per cent 
of national 'capital formation betwe'en 1800 and 1840. }1oreo'ler, 
if Chalklin's suggestion that urban housing absorbed about 1 per 
cent of national income is correct, then public buildings absorbed 
~ per cent of national income.3 
1. In 1800 a working-class house would cost about £50, and'the 
house of a merchant or wealthy middle-class family might, 
cost about £1,000. Phyllis Deane in "Capital Formation in 
Britain before the Railway Age", in F.Crouzet, op.cit. p.l06 
suggests that the average cost of a house at the time of the 
Industrial Revolution was about £100. 
2. C.W. Chalklin, The Provincial Towns of GeorBian Enrland •••• 
(1974), pp.308 - 309. 
3. C.W. Chalklin, op.cit. p.309. 
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As a check on these estimates, the contribution of the provision of 
public buildings to capital formation and national income can be 
estimated in another way. In 1841 the population of Great Britain 
was approximately 18.5 million, with about 40 per cent of the total 
1·· . t 1 lvlng ln owns. The 300,000 people living in the twelve \-/est 
Riding towns at that time therefore represented approximately 4 
per cent of the urban population of Great Britain. Assuming that 
expenditure on public buildings per head of urban population in 
, Great Britain was similar to that for the West Riding, the total 
expenditure on public buildings in the country in the period leOO-
1840 could be estimated as £25 million, or about £625,000 per annum. 
Deane and Cole have estimated that the average national income of 
Great Britain in the years 1801 to 1841 ~as around £300 million. 2 
iThus expenditure on public buildings absorbed about 1/5 per cent of 
national income. If', as Deane and Cole imply, the rate of capital 
formation had reached about 8 or ') per cent by 1840, public 
buildings absorbed about 2-2i per cen~ of national c~pital formation. 3 
Whichever of these calculations is accepted, the fact remains that 
at first glance public buildings appear to have formed a fairly 
insignificant part of national income and capital formation. To 
a large extent this is a r.listaken impression. When the amounts of 
capital going into other notable sectors of the economy are 
considered, investment in public buildings seems by no means paltry. 
1. Census Report of Great Britain, 1841; C.W. Chalklin, op.cit. 
p.25; B.H. 1'.1 it chell , Abstract of British Historical StatistiCS (1962), pp. 24-26.. . 
2. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, British Economic Growth 1688-1959 (2nd 
edn., CambridGe, 1969), p.16o. 
3. ~. pp.262-4. 
Table VIII.l presents estimates of the amount of capital invested 
in public buildings in Great Britain in each decade in the years 
1780-1840. Estimates of capital formation in various sectors of 
the British economy in this period are few and are also open to . 
question but they provide interesting comparisons. 1 For ex~~ple, 
investment in the leading sectors in the Industrial Revolution -
the cotton and iron industries - over the last two decades of 
the eighteenth century was approximately £8 million and £11 million 
2 
: respectively. 
Table VIII.l 
I 
'Estimated Exnenditure on Public Buildin5s in 
the Twelve "Jest Riding; 'rowns and Great Sri tain, 
1760-1u40 ,(£) 
1780 - 89 
1790·- 99 
1800 - 09 
1810 - 19 
l82Q - 29 
1830 - 40 
Source: The gazetteer. 
Twelve West 
Riding Towns 
34,338 
93,465 
54,947 
162,521 
436,436 
392,897 
Great Britain 
858,450 
2,336,6~5 
1,373,675 
4,063,025 
10,910,900 
9,822,425 
The figures for Great Britain were obtained by mUltiplying 
the West Riding figures by 25, the assumption being that 
the t\Olelve towns held about 4 per cent of the urban 
population of Great Britain. The assumption is based on 
Chalklin's estimates of the proportion of the population 
of England and \-Iales which was urban in 1800 and 1820, and 
applying this to Great Britain to obtain the approximate 
size of its urban population. See C.W. Chalklin, op.cit. 
p.25. 
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1. Since this chapter was written, Professor C.li. Feinstein has 
produced new estimates of capital formation in Britain during 
the Industrial Revolution. For the sectors compared with 
public buildines in the following paragraphs, the new estimates 
do not differ sufficiently from the old to invalidate the 
comments made here. See C.II. Feinstein, op.cit. pp.28-96. 
2. P~Deane and W.A. Cole, On. cit. p.262. 
By this standard,. the estimated £3 million invested in public 
buildings over the same period seems quite sizable. About 
£25 million was spent on canal, dock, and harbour projects in 
the period 1790-1809,,1 . while investment in public buildings was 
approximately £3.7 million •. A similar impression is gained from 
the performance in later years. While approximately £45 million 
of capital was raised by railway companies in England and' Wales 
in the period 1825-40,2 about ~5.5 million was invested in 
public buildings. In the years 1828-39 probably £8.5 million 
was invested in the iron industry,3 while about £11 million was 
invested in public buildings. Even the massive £366 million 
in~ested in the British transport system as a whole between 1790 
213 
and 18404 could not completely dwarf investment in public buildings, 
which is estimated as approximately £28.5 million in these years. 
These comparisons taken in conjunction with our estimate that 
investment in public buildings amounted to 25-50 per cent of 
investment in urban housebuilding, suggest that the provisio~ 
of public buildings made a small but significant contribution 
to capital formation and national income. 
One of the most outstanding aspects of the investment in public 
buildings was the rapid rate at which it grew. The estimates 
presented here suggest that investment in public buildings in the 
West Riding towns, and thus perhaps the whole of Great Britain, 
1. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, op.cit. p.262. 
2. M.C. Reed, Investment in Railways in Britain, 1820-44 (1975), 
p.35. 
3. ~,p.43. 
4. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, op.cit. p.263. 
grew over 140 times between the 1700's and the 1830's, and more 
than 25 times between the 1760's and the 1830's (see Table 11.3). 
Clearly, this sector of capital was capable of greater expansion 
than was either required or achieved by many other sectors during 
the Industrial Revolution. Some economic historians have 
suggested that a growth in capital formation from 5 to over 10 per 
cent of the net national income was a necessary ~ondition for the 
occurrence of the Industrial Revolution in Britain.1 In 1700 
national income was about £50 million and by 1841 it had risen 
nine-fold to approximately £450 million.2 This means that it 
was necessary for capital formation to grow eighteen-fold if it 
was to reach the level required for the Industrial Revolution to 
take place; without doubt investment in public buildings grew 
at a much more rapid rate. 
The amount of capital invested in·" a particular sector of the 
economy, however t does not necessarily reflect the ext"ent of its 
contribution to economic growth. It has been argued by Phyllis 
Deane that, given an increase in capital formation, the occurrence 
of an industrial revolution depends much more on the direction of 
capital formation than the size of its increase.' This view 
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begs the question of whether increased investment in public buildings 
did promote the Industrial Revolution. Although some economic 
historians argue ve~ernently that social capital, such as public 
buildings," could make no positive contribution to economic erowth, 
1. See W.A. Lewis, The Theor of Econor.;ic Growth (1955), p.20u; 
\~."'1. Rostow, The Sta'"':es 01" i:cono::Jic Gro\·,th 1960), esp. p.37; 
P.Deane and \~.A. Cole, o;p.cit. esp. pp.2tO-lt. 
2. P.Deane a~d W.A. Cole, op.cit. pp.156 and l66~ 
,. P.Deane, "The Role of Capital in the Industrial Revolution", 
Explorations in E:conomic History X (1973), 349-64. 
one must seriously question how fast economic growth could have 
proceeded without the provision of adequate social capital. It 
seems likely that the provision of public buildings made a contri-
but ion to economic growth - albeit a small one. In the first 
place, all investment in public buildings regardless of the types 
of buildings financed must have helped raise the level of economic 
activity through the multiplier effect: even if the public 
buildings were of no direct assistance to economic activity, the 
increase in incomes created by their erection helped to create 
the demand for the products of the Industrial Revolution. 
Of. course, much of the investment in public buildings went into' 
amenities which had little direct influence on economic affairs. 
As Chapter II showed, 42 per cent of investment went into places 
of worship; about 12 per ,cent went into town halls, court houses, 
prisons, almshouses, workhouses and the like; and another 6 per 
cent went into places of entertainment - in all, about 60 per cent 
of total investment. Nevertheless, this investment may have had 
an indirect impact on economic affairs. Rapid economic growth 
normally requires a stable social and political environment, and 
the provision of these buildings and the activities performed in 
them did much to prevent administrative chaos and social disorder 
at a time of great economic and social change. 
The remaining ,40 per cent of investment in public buildings had a 
much more direct influence on economic activity and undoubtedly 
promoted economic growth. Over 10 per cent of investment went 
into educational establishments and thereby helped to raise the 
215 
educational standards of the local population. Another 9 per cent 
216 
went into medical institutions and public baths, thereby perhaps 
helping to improve the health of the population and contributing 
to the increase in the output o! the working population. Finally, 
about 16 per cent of investment went into markets and commercial 
amenities. Of all investment in public buildings this was 
probably the most significant in promoting economic growth. 
/ 
The success of the Industrial Revolution depended to a large 
extent on the ability of entrepreneurs to sell their products at 
, home and abroad, and it seems likely that marketing and commercial 
amenities were a not unimportant element in promoting their success. 
II 
One major hypothesis that we should test is that important 
fluctuations in the level of economic activity produced major 
fluctuations in the output of public buildings. Chapter I 
showed that public buildings were provided with increasing 
frequency over our period, and subsequently we noted that total 
annual expenditure on buildings rose substantially as the period 
progressed. However, a closerexrunination of the output figures 
shows that there were distinct short-term fluctuations in the level 
of provision, particularly from the mid-ei~~teenth century. Could 
these fluctuations have been produced by variations in the level of 
, 
economic activity? 
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In order to identify the short-term movements in building provision, 
two time series covering the period 1700-1840 have been constructed. 
The first series, presented in Table VIII.2, consists of estimates 
of total annual expenditure on public buildings; the second, 
presented in Table VIII.3, consists of annual estimates of the 
number of public buildings in construction (buildings-in-progress). 
The series are also shown in Figure VIII.l. 
,Both time series have their deficiencies. One of these is that 
estimates have been made of the duration of some of the building 
projects and errors here may create the appearance of fluctuations 
in activity when, in fact, none took place. The annual expenditure 
series has the additional limitations that its construction involved 
estimates of the costs of buildings and it takes no account of 
changes over time in building costs.1 The buildings-in-progress 
series has the additional limitation as a measure of activity that 
. -
it takes no 'account of the size and cost of buildings., Nevertheless, 
since one series relies principally on costs and the other on 
numbers of,buildings, we are fairly safe in placing confidence in 
major fluctuations in provision revealed by both series. 
The time series show that there were four major phases of very 
active provision of public buildings between 1760 and 1840. 
With upturns and downturns encompassing these phases, the fluctu-
I 
ations appear almost cyclical in nature. 
1. No sophisticated index of building costs in the period is 
available. 
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Estimated Total Annual Expenditure on Public . 
Buildings in the rrwelve vJest Hidinr: 'rowns, lr/OO-lbL~O 
(£) 
1700 610 1737 2aO 1774 3,250 1811 15,750 
1701 210 
.1738 480 1775 8,398 1812 7,754 
1702 250 1739 415 1776 10,000 1813 8,729 
1703 400 1740 485 1777 8,933 1814 9,575 
1704 150 1741 485 1778 6,892 1815 11,015 
1705 
-
1742 110 1779 3,428 1816 16,742 
1706 175 1743. 110 1780 2,771 1817 21,142 
1707 275 1744 
-
1781 587 1818 18,933 
1708 191 1745 2,000 1782 1,750 1819 40,776 
1709 393 1746 2,000 1783 800 1820 34,959 
1710 946 1747 2,000 1784 5,946 1821 22,193 .. 
-1711 605 1748 2,000 1785 4,668 1822 23,846 
1712 
- 1749 
-
1786 3,666 1823 52,855 
1713 
- 1750 150 1787 3,250 1824 66,950 
1714 150 1751 700 1788 4,900 1825 53,116 
1715 250 1752 550 1789 5,500 1826 49,142 
1716 100 1753 500 1790 4,850 1827 50,145 
1717 100 1754 650 _ 1791 7,345 1828 41,746 
1718 -. 1755 1,400 1792 12,347 .1829 38,2~ 
1719 395 1756 3,291 '1793 15,731 1830 . 20,895 
1720 1,045 1757 2,043 1794 17,813 1831 17,542 
1721 1,474 1758 1,766 1195 12,71~ 1832 15,707 
1722 831 1759 135 1796 7,122 1833 27,274 
1723 651 1760 136 1797 6,789 1834 37,675 
1724 651 1761 1,500 1798 4,250 1835 44,900 
1725 872 1762 1,500 1799 1,000 1836 57,723 
1726 972 1763 446 1800 '2,500 1837 48,628 
1727 751 1764 400 1801 5,950 1838 50,834 
1728 
- 1765 1,833 1802 7,540 1839 39,195 
1729 
- 1766 2,673 1803 5,r;:.,? 1840 28,924 
1730 200 1767 1,204 1804 5,988 . , 
1731 
- 1768 2,513 1805 4,590 ~ 
1732 
- 1769 2,443 1806 1,650 
1733 
- 1770 6,892 1807 3,950 
1734 200 1771 3,801 1808 8,216 
" 
1735 391 1772 1,000 1809 5,976 -: 
1736 286 1773 2,500 1810 8,005 
Source: The gazetteor. For ~etai1s o! the method of calculation see Appendix II. 
-1700 
1701 
1702 
1703 
1704 
1705 
1706 
1707 
1708 
1709 
1710 
1711 
1712 
1713 
1714 
1715 
1716 
1717 
1718 
1719 
1720 
1721 
1722 
1723 
1724 
1725 
1726 
1727 
1728 
Estimated Total Annual Number of Public Buildinp;s in Process 
of Construction in the Twelve Towns, 1700-1040 
(including enlargements and extensive alterations and repairs) 
4' 1740 6 1780 8 1820 
2 1741 
.5 1781 3 1821 
1 17~2 1 1782 3 1822 
2 1743 1 1783 2 1823 
1 1744 
-
1784 6 1824 
-
1745' 1 178.5 2 182.5 
2 1746 1 1786 2 1826 
4 1747 1 1787 4 1827 
2 1748 1 1788 8 1828 
3 1749 
-. 
1789 11 1829 
4 1750 1 1790 7 1830 
2 
\ 17.51 4 1791 6 1831 
-
17.52 3 1792 10 1832 
- 17.53 1 1793 10 1833 
1 17.54 2 1794 13 1834 
2 17.55 3 179.5 12 1835 
1 17.56 3 1796 6 1836 
1 17.57 2 1797 4 1837 
-
17.58 1 
-
1798 4 1838 
3- 1759 2 1799 1 1839 
.5 1760 1 1800 4 1840 
4 1761 1 1801 7 
2 1762 1 1802 5 
2 1763 3 1803 4 
2 1764 2 1804 6 
2 1765 3" 1805 6 
3 1766' 3 1806 3 
2 1767 3 1807 3 
-
1768 5 1808 7 -, . 
1729 ' 
-
1769 4 1809 7 
1730 '1 1770 6 1810 8 
1731 
- 1771 6 1811 8 
1732 
-
1772 1 1812 10 
1733 
-
1773 3 1813 11 
. 1734 2 1774 6 1814 10 
1735 2 1775 10 1815 11 
1736 2 1776 12 1816 7 1737 3 1777 10 1817 10 1738 4 1778 8 1818 5 1739 3 1779 8 1819 13 
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14 
14 
13 
26 
29 
2.5 
25 
26 
' 2.5 
23 
17 
14 
12 
19 
20 
28 
40 
32 
24 
19 
12 
Source: The gazette~. For details of the method of calculation see Appendix II. 
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The first phase occurred in 1775-8. Annual expenditure rose from 
a trough of £1,000 in 1772 to reach a peak of £10,000 in 1776 and 
fell back to a trough of £587 in 1781. The highest annual expen-
diture in the two decades before 1775 was approximately £3,800, 
whereas in 1775-8 its minimum level was almost £7,000. The 
, 
buildings-in-progress figures reflect these swings; the number 
of buildings-in-progress in 1776 - twelve - was double the highest 
number previously attained. 
The second major phase was 1792-5. ·Annual expenditure, which 
had hovered around £4-5;000 in the years 1784-90, turned up 
sharply in 1791. It reached a peak of £17,813 in 1794 and then 
fell back to a trough of £1,000 in 1799., The years 1792-5 are 
outstanding because the annual expenditures were over £10,000 
compared with an average of about £5,000 in the previous seven 
y,ears. The buildings-in-progress figures again broadly confirm 
these findings, although they discourage us from regarding the 
activity of the peale years as being much greater than that of 
1775-8. Expenditure was about 50 per cent higher than in the 
first major phase, but the numbers of buildings-in-progress 
were only marginally greater. 
The third major phase was 1823-9. Annual expenditure rose from 
a trough of £22,193 in 1821, to a peak of £66,950 in 1824, and 
then fell ~ack to a trough of ~15,707 in 1832. Expenditure in 
the years 1023-8 was on an unprecedented scale, and even in 1829 
it was only slightly less than the previous highest level, set 
281 
in 1819. The buildings-in-progress figures emphasize the massive 
proportions of the boom. The averaGe number of bui1dincs-in-
• 
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proGress in 1823-9 - twent~-five - was alcost double the previous 
highest annual level. 
The fourth, and final, major phase was 1834-9. Annual expendit~re 
rose from a trough of £15,707 in 1832 to a pea:~ of £57,723 in 1836 ~ , 
and then fell back to what may have been a trough of £2~,924 in 
1840 - the last year of the expenditure series. The boom years, 
1834-9, were only marginally less spectacular than those of the 
'1820' s. 'The minimum level of annual expenditure was £37,675. 
Once again the buildings-in-progress figures support the indications 
,of the ,expenditure series, but suggest a much higher level of 
activity in 1836 than 1834: there were forty buildings in progress 
as opposed to twenty-nine. In fact, the figures are somewhat 
, misleading because there was an unusually large number of alter-
ations and enlargements to buildings in the mid-1830's. For 
example, four of the places of worship built at Leeds in the 
, I . 
1820's were in the process of enlargement in 1836. 
~', 
The significance of these four phases of high activity is heightened 
by the fact that they are found not only in the aggregate totals of 
: annual expenditure on buildings, but also in the disaggregated 
figures for public and private sector expenditure (see Tables VIII.4 
: and 5 and Figure VIII.l). For the most part, public and private 
expenditures show similar peaks and troughs. 
, In seeking explanations of the broad fluctuations in our time series 
a number of possible channels of enquiry seem promising. The 
. 
fluctuations of output in the construction industry, especially 
housebuilding, during the eichteenth and nineteenth centuries are 
/ 
" 
Table VIII.4 
1700 
1701 
1702 
1703 
1704 
1705 
1706 
1707 
1708 
1709 
1710 
1711 
1712 
1713 
1714 
1715 
1716 
1717 
1718 
• 
1719 
1720 
1721 
1722 
1723 
1724 
1725 
1726 
1727 
1728 
1729 
1730 
1731 
1732 
1733 
1734 
1735 
1736 . 
Estimated Total f~nual Public Sector Expenditure on Public 
Buildings, in the 'l'we1ve "Jest Hiding Towns, 1700-1040 
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(£) 
-
1737 97 1774 - 1811 2,600 
-
1738 230 1775 915 1812 2,900 
-
1739 290 1776 916 1813 2,425 
\ 
-
1740 110 1777 1,000 1814 2,625 
-
1741 110 1778 1,000 1815 3,615 
, 
-
1742 110 1779 300 1816 13,667 
-
1743 110 1780 386 1817 13,917 
-
1744 
-
1781 87 1818 13,583 
-
1745 2,000 1782 
-
1819 17,539 ' 
-
1746 2,000 1783 
-
1820 20,720 
105 1747 2,000 1784 1,480 , 1821 14,623 
105 1748 2,000 1785 1,000 1822 17,041 
• 1749 1786 1823 18,922 
- - -
-
1750 
-
1787 
-
1824 19,880 
-
1751 
-
1788 1,250 1825 15,157 
-
1752 
-
1789 1,250 1826 1;3,981 
-
1753 
-
1790 1,000 1827 6,235 
-
1754 
-
1791 1,000 1828 8,451 
-
1755 
-
1792 4,333 1829 7,880 ' 
-~5 1756 275 1793 4,664 1830 6,378 
75 1757 275 1794 4,913 1831 3,425 . 
173 1758 
-
1795 1,250 1832 6,969 , 
174 1759 
-
1796 
-
1833 4,970 " 
-
1760 
-
1797 
-
1834 ' 1,009 
-
1761 
-
1798 
-
1835 
-
221 1762 
-
1799 
-
1836 3,300 
221 1763 
-
1800 500 1837 9,600 
-
1764 
-
1801 950 1838 10,595 
-
1765 90 1802 
-
1839 4,295 . 
. , 
-
1766 924 1803 
-
IB40 
-
-
1767 924 1804 
-
-
1768 964 1805 480 
-
1769 1,041 1806 1,250 ~ 
-
1770 1,000 1807 1,250 
150 1771 -- IBoB 4,116 
-
150 1772 
-
1809 4,376 
45 1773 
-
1810 2,905 
Source: The gazetteer. For details of the method of calculation, see 
Appendix II. 
", 
. 
Table VIII.5 
Estimated Total Annual Private Sector Expenditure on 
Public Buildinrrs in the 'l'welve West HidinG Towns, 1700-US40 
(£) 
1700 500 1737 125 1774 3,000, 1811 
1701 100 1738 125 1775 6,833 1812 
1702' 250 1739 
-
1776 8,534 1813 
. 
1703 400 1740 200 1777 7,933 1814 
1704 150 1741 200 1778 5,642 , 1815 
1705 
-
1742 
-
1779 2,878 1816 
1706 
-
1743 
-
1780 2,385 1817 
1707 
-
1744 
-
1781 500 1818 
1708 91 1745 
-
1782 1,750 1819 
1709 393 1746 
-
1783 800 1820 
1710 841 1747 
-
1784 4,466 1821 
1711 500 1748 
-
1785 3,668 1822 
, 
1712 
- 1749 - 1786 3,666 1823 
1713 
-
1750 150 1787 3,250 1824 
1714 150 1751 700 1788 3,650 1825 
1715 250 1752 550 1789 2,650 1826 
1716 100 1753 500 
" 
1790 2,250 1827 
1717 
-
1754 650 
-
1791 6,345 1828 
1718 
-
, . 1755 1,400 1792 7,514 1829 
-
1719 3~0 1756 3,016 1793 10,567 1830 
1720 970 1757 1,768 1794 12,900 1831 
1721 1,301 1758 1,766 ~795 11,468 1832 
1722 657 1759 135 1796 7,122 1833 
1723 651 1760 , 136 1797 6,789 1834 
1724 651 1761 1,500 1798 . 4,250 1835 
1725 651 1762 1,500 1799 1,000 1836 
1726 751 1763 446 1800 2,000 1837 
1727 751 1764 400 1801 ,5,000 1838 
1728 
-
1765 1,748 1802 7,540 1839 
1729 
-
1766 1,749 1803 5,587 1840 
1730 
-
1767 280 1804 5,988 
1731 
-
1768 1,549 1805 4,110 
1732 1769 1,402 " 1806 
-
200 
1733 
-
1770 2,801 1807 2,500 
1734 50 1771 3,801' 1808 3,500 
1735 24), 1772 1,000 1809 1,000 
1736 241 1773 2,500 1810 4,500 
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12,550 
3,504 
5,554, 
6,950 
7,400 
2,750 
6,900 
5,350 
22,037 
11,739 
5,970 
6,805 
33,933 
47,070 
32,065 
29,266 
38,850 
31,627 
27,988 
11,706 
12,056 
7,338 
17,139 
32,900 
40,400 
47,173 
35,603 
30,297 
27,456 
21,482 
~ 
Source: The gazetteer. For details or the method or calculation, see 
Appendix II. 
well known, and many economic historians have attempted to explain 
them. Perhaps the current explanations of this phenomenon may 
also be applicable to public buildings. T.S.Ashton and R.A. 
Shannon have suggeste~ that the level of building activity was 
1 inversely related to the level of interest rates. . Their theory 
was that builders worked on credit, and therefore built mainly 
when credit was cheap. In Ashton's words: "A rise in the rate 
of interest might not merely check new enterprise but bring 
projects already begun to a halt. ,,2 An examination of the 
rates of return on government securities - a good indicator of 
long-term inte~est rates - suggests that, indeed, there was an 
association between low interest rates and increased provision 
of public buildin~s.3 Yet, the link between interest rates 
and the provision of public buildings seems rather tenuous. 
As shown in earlier chapters, public buildings were financed 
Pfincipally from the accumulated funds or income of the public 
. 
, 
and private sectors - not borrowing. Cheapness of credit was 
therefore only a minor consideration. On the other hand, it 
must be allowed that low interest rates might encourage people 
to invest their capital in public buildings offering reasonably 
high rates of return. It is possible to envisage this sort of 
. . 
relationship existing, particularly in the 1820's and 1830's. 
In those years, while interest rates hovered about 3i per cent, 
the rates of return predicted for several public buildings were 
1. H.A~ Shannon, ''Bricks - A Trade Index, 1795-1849", in E.H • ., 
Carus-Wilson, ed. Essays in Economic History (1962), II, 197; 
T.S. Ashton, Economic Fluctuations in ~~land, 1700-1600 
(Oxford, 1959), Chapters ~ and j. 
2. T.S. Ashton, op.cit. p.86. 
3. For rate of return on Conso1s see T.S. Ashton, op.cit. p.187 
and I1.A. Shannon, op.cit. pp.200-201. 
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in the region of 6 to 10 per cent or even more. However, the 
majority of public buildings did not offer financial reward, let 
alone high rates of return. 
Another explanation of the fluctuations in the level. of house-
building, which might apply to public buildings, has been postulated 
by Professor Parry Lewis. He suggested in his book on building 
cycles that fluctuations stemmed partly ~rom alterations in the 
demand for houses resulting from demographic changes. 1 This 
theory may well be acceptable for housebuilding, since there ~s 
clearly a direct link between alterations in the number and size 
of family units and the demand for dwellings, but the link between 
demographic changes and the demand for public buildings seems much ' 
less direct. As we saw in earlier chapters, the provision of 
buildings might occur long after major demographic changes had 
b~gun to make them desirable. I~_seems unlikely that the demographic 
factor would be of sufficient influence to cause short-term 
fluctuations in provision. 
Thus, these two alternative explanations of the fluctuations in 
the provision of public buildings seem of limited value. However, 
at first sight at least, a comparison of the fluctuations in the 
provision of public buildinbs with those in general economic 
activity appears more fruitful. 
The findings of Ashton and Gayer, Rostow, and Schwartz on economic 
1. J. Parry Lewis, Buildinp, Cycles and Britain's Growth (1965), 
especially Chapters 2, 3, and 7. 
281 
fluctuations in England, 1700-1840, reveal major fluctuations in economic 
activity broadly similar to the cycles and phases of high activity in 
the provision of public buildings which have been identified (see 
Table VIII.6). The major phases of high public building provision, 
i.e. 1775-8, 1792-5, 1823-9, and 1834-9, all begin within periods 
of generally increased or increasing prosperity, and the peaks in 
the phases (with the exception of that of 1792) all occur close to 
peaks in the economy. Thus, there does appear to be a relationship 
b'etween the two variables. This might well be a lagged relation-
ship since, in the cases of all four phases, building provision 
rem~ined high for up to two or three years after the economy had 
reached a trough. 
Sceptics might argue that these comparisons are limited in their 
usefulness because we are comparing the output of buildings with 
~ational rather than local economic trends. Fortunately, however, 
qualitative evidence of the West Ridi~g's economic fortunes is 
available which gives icpressive support for the existence of a 
relationship between economic prosperity and the provision of 
public buildings. A report to the Home Secretary in 1775 clearly 
indicates that the West Riding economy was very prosperous at the 
beginning of the major phase of public building activity in 1775-8: 
In Yorkshire, particularly in Halifax, Bradford and 
Leeds, the coarse cloth manufacture has never known 
a better state or a greater number of hands employed, 
and core extensive schemes are projected. 1 The 
interruptions with America is little felt. 
Similarly, the Report on the Woollen Ha'1ufacture of En!5land, published 
in 1806, indicates that trade was prosperous in the \~est Riding at 
1. Calendar 'of Home Office Papers, 1773-1775 (lb99), p.4l6: 20 
. September 1'17:; - l\eport 01 Charles Irving, Esq., to the Home 
Secretary. 
Ta'>le VIII.6 
Notable Fluctuations in the Provision of 
Public Buildings Compared with hajor 
Fluctuations in the Level of Economic Activity, 
1772-1040 
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J.1ajor phases Public building cycles Major economic 
of high public encompassing major fluctuations 
building phases 
provision 
Trough Peak Trough Trough 
1775-8 1772 1776 1781 1775 
1792-5 1786 1794 1799 1788 
1823-9 1821 1824 1832 1819 
1834-9 1832 1836 1840 ? 1832 
Sources: Public building activity - Table VIII 2 & 3 
Economic fluctuations -
1775-87, T.S. Ashton, Economic Fluctuations in 
England, 1700-1800 (Oxford, 19~9) 
1788-1840, A.D. Gayer, W.\~. Rostow, and A.J • 
. Schwartz, The Growth and Fluctuations of the 
British Economy, l'/90-lb50 (Oxford, 19)3), 
Vol.I, part I. 
Peak Trough 
1777 1778-81 
1792 1793 
1825 1826 
1836 1837 
the beginning of the second major phase of high activity, 1792-5. 
Part of the evidence mentions the state of trade when a cloth hall 
was built at Leeds in 1792-3: 
"What is the third Cloth Hall in Leeds called?" 
"It is generally called the Tom Paine Hall, it 
was ~uilt at the time the trade was so good." 1 
The prosperity of the West Riding economy at the beginning of the 
third major phase of high activity, 1823-29, is clearly indicated _ 
by a speech at the foundation ceremony of Leeds Corn Exchange in 
1827: 
"Fellow Townsmen - "Ie are met here today to lay the 
last foundation stone of a series of public buildings, 
in this town, having their origin during the most 
unexampled tide of prosperity ever remembered." 2 
Finally, there is also evidence that times were prosperous in the 
early stages of the fourth major phase of high activity, 1834-9. 
The 1835 report on Leeds Corporation mentioned the econooic state 
I 
. 
of Leeds: 
The state of the trade of the borough is said to 
be highly favourable, and the town advancing in 
prosperity •••• the3commercial prospects of the town are improving. 
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Similarly, the prospectus issued in 1836 for \-/akefield Corn Exchan6e 
commented'on the advancing. economic prosperity of the town.4 
1. Re ort from the Select Committee •••• on the State of the 
\'/oollen Eanufacture in Elwland (P.P. l~Ob, III , 
evidence of John Hebblethwaite (Leeds IT,erchant). 
- 2". L.I. 30 Aue;ust 182'1, speech of John Cawood. 
3. Re orts froo Commissioners on Munici al Cor)orations in 
England and \-Jales P.P. lu35, XXIII), p.l 2 • 
4. \-lakefield Exchange Buildings, Prospectus (Wakefield, 1836). 
, c 
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Evidence of a correlation between the level of public building 
provision and the level of economic activity does not, of course, 
establish a causal relationship. }.1oreover, to claim a lagged 
relationship between the two variables may appear very rash in 
view of the manner in which the public building time series were 
constructed. However, our knowledge of the promotion and 
organization of building schemes gives good support to both 
causali ty and lagging. It is evident t~at when the economy was 
depressed, the decision makers in the public and the private sectors 
felt financially insecure and were reluctant to spend the money 
they had available. When prosperity began to return as the 
economy came out of depression, they became more enthusiastic 
about financing buildings because they had more money to spare 
and the prospects for a good return on the capital invested were 
much brighter. Initially, however, they usually held back because 
t1;ey wanted to be certain that the economic improvement was more 
than a flash'in the pan before they embarked on schemes invo~ving 
heavy expenditure. The initial suspicion with which a return of 
prosperity might be viewed is reflected in some comments made on 
an improvement scheme in Leeds projected in 1822: 
The time was not proper for such an undertaking: 
much had been said of the prosperity of the town; 
but who would guarantee the continuance of that 
prosperity for 12 or even two months? The 
present prosperity was occasioned by speculation 
in trade.. They were just emerged from a state 
of dis~ress, and they might soon revert back to it 
again. 
- Likewise, the importance of confidence in economic prospects is, 
1. ~. ~ ~u~st 1822, speech at a public meeting to discuss the 
demo11t1on of the l'~oot Hall and butchers' shambles. 
demonstrated by J.K. Walker's assurances and ,encouragement given to 
potential subscribers to the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg 
Infirmary, in 1828 - an earlier scheme had been abandoned in 1826. , 
It is not assumed that our prospects are at present 
so bright as could be wished; after so tremendous 
a shock, it could not be expected that trade would 
recover without great struggles. But if our 
'commercial prospects are not so brilliant as before 
the late crisis, who is there that will contend 
that they are not based on a more solid foundation, 
and less exposed to sudden convulsions? The 
prosperity of the former period, was a deceitful 
glare, a hectic prosperity, which is so often the, 
forerunner of dissolution; that of the present is 
not so imposing to the eye, perhaps, but more 
healthy, and less at the mercy of events. 1 
Once people felt that there was an element of permanence in the 
.--
return of prosperity they embarked on public building projects. 
However, it would take several months, if not over a year, before 
building work would commence. Hence a time-lag of around two 
years between the return of prosperity and a major increase in 
I • 
expenditure ,on public buildings was very likely. Waen the 
economy was at its peak, many public buildings would be projected 
and many would be under construction. A downturn in the economy 
would not, however, produce an immediate and drastic decline in 
the provision of buildings. Although some projects might be 
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abandoned when the economic downturn came, many wouid be sufficiently 
well underway to make cancellation almost unthinkable. Since 
the duration of projects was often two or three years, building 
was likely to continue at a fairly hiGh level for approximately 
two or even three years. 
1. J .K. v/alker, Observations on the Exnediency of Establishing 
Hospitals .... Addressed to the Gov~rnors ~!' liudaersiield 
Dispensary (Huddersfield, lu2u), p.!;. 
". 
) 
Nevertheless, inevitably the depression took its toll. With the 
disappearance of prosperity few new schemes would be undertaken. 
The depression of 1826-31, for instance, led to the abandonment 
of several projects and a notable reluctance to commence new ones. 
A forerunner of the successful scheme to build the Huddersfield 
and Upper Agbrigg Infirmary was abandoned at the end of 1825 
. ' . 
because of the econo~ic collapse. J .K. Walker wrote in 1828:' 
We seemed however just on the point of realizing 
the project, but a few years ago, when that never-
to-be-forgotten crisis, that shook our commercial 
fabric to its very basis, suspended this, as well 
as many other schemes of benevo1ence. 1 
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A report in Leeds Inte11igencer in 1826 concerning the exhaustion \ 
of Leeds General Infirmary's funds, also revealed the reluctance 
of people to finance even charitable concerns in times of economic 
depression: 
This exhaustion also happens when the springs of 
benevolence amongst the bet t'er classes are, though 
not dried up, somewhat contracted by the prevalence 
of commercial embarrassment throughout the country.2 
Another project, for the enlarged Leeds Court House, was abandoned 
in 1827 owing to "the depressed state of the tlmes".3 Finally, 
the Report on the Borough of Leeds in 1831 disclosed how the 
projection and subsequently the erection of new buildings came 
to an end with the downturn of the economy: 
The Town was stated to have been in a very 
f1ouri~hing condition about five or six years 
ago and receiving a rapid increase in its 
population and buildings. This increase has, 
1. J.K. Walker, op.cit. p.5. 
2. hl. 16 Harch 1826. 
3 •.. L,.C.A. L .. C J /l 5 Harch 1827. 
since that period, experienced a check; few 
buildings are now in the course of erection.1 
The. influence of depression, however, was not usually sufficient 
to bring public building provision to a complete standstill. 
Indeed, as our time series show, after 1749 the provision of 
buildings never fell to zero, and after 1820 there were never 
fewer than a dozen buildings in progress. 
~ 
This continuance of 
building activity, albeit at a low level, in depressed times 
perhaps occurred because building costs were lower than in 
prosperous periods. For example, when J.K. Walker successfu+ly 
revived the scheme to build the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg 
Infirmary in 1828, he pointed out that the fall in the cost of 
labour and building materials since 1825 had reduced the cost 
of the building bya quarter. 2 On the whole, therefore, there 
seems to be quite good support for the hypothesis that substantial 
ffuctuations in the level of prov;sion of public buildings were 
. . . 
induced by major fluctuations in the level of general economic 
activity. 
1. on the Borou.h of Leeds 
2. . J.K. op.cit. p.5. 
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CHAPTER IX 
GENERAL CONCLUSIONS 
In concluding this investigation of the provision of public buildings, 
believed to be the first of its kind, it seems important to draw its 
findings together and to assess what they tell us about the process 
of urban development. 
In the first place, the study investigated the extent and chronology 
. i 
of the provision of this important category of urban buildings. In 
all, as many as six hundred public buildings were provided in the 
twelve West Riding towns between 1600 and 1840; approximately three-
quarters of them were purpose-built, the remainder being existing 
premises converted for public purposes. The most striking aspect 
of! the chronology is the sharp up-turn in the rate of provision 
which coincided with the onset of the Industrial Revolution and 
rapid population growth in the second half of the eighteenth 
century: the frequency of provision, which had grown comparatively 
slowly from one b~ilding every two years in the seventeenth century 
to one per year in the first half of the eighteenth, leapt to three 
per year between 1750 and 1799, and almost ten per. year between 
1800 and 1840.· Very large sums of money were spent on public 
buildings in the vlest Riding, particularly after 1750. An 
estimated £l~ million was spent in the twelve towns between 1700 
, and 1840, of which about £200,000 was expended in the second half 
of the eighteenth century and another million pounds between 1800 
and 1840. 
From the middle years of, the eighteenth century many new types of 
public buildings w~re provide4 and there was a much more widespread 
adoption of earlier innovations. During the seventeenth century 
only a small range of buildings was provided, consisting of town . 
halls, court houses, prisons, workhouses, almshouses, grammar and 
charity schools, market crosses, butchers' shambles, and places of 
worship. However, in the next century these were supplemented by 
new types of schools, libraries, newsrooms, medical institutions, 
assembly rooms, theatres, cloth halls, and more commodious market 
places. In the following for'ty years, innovations included county 
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,court houses, union workhouses, collegiate and proprietary schools, 
mechanics' institutes, philosophical halls, a county lunatic asylum, 
public baths, covered markets, corn exchanges, commercial buildings, 
and zoological and botanical gardens. Of the ni" million invested 
in public buildings between 1700 and 1840 approximately 42 per cent 
financed places of worship; 16 per,. cent markets and commercial 
amenities; 9 per cent medical institutions and public baths; 
10 per cent schools, colleges, and educational institutions; 
9 per cent town halls, court houses, public offices, and prisons; 
6 per cent social amenities; 3 per cent almshouses, workhouses, 
and vagrancy-offices; and 5 per cent miscellaneous buildings. 
The greatly increased provision and expenditure on public buildings 
after 1750 was accompanied by a notable rise in expenditure on 
individual buildings: while in the seventeenth century a typical 
building perhaps cost £100 - 200, rising to an average expenditure 
of around £400 in the period 1700 - 1750, in the second half of the 
eighteenth century average expenditure reached £1,000, and just over 
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£4,000 between 1800 and 1840. (Allowing for inflation, the average 
real expenditure on a typical public building rose about eight to 
twelve times between the seventeenth century and the end of our 
period.) 
J 
This clear picture of the rapid upsurge in the provision of new and 
more commodious public buildings between 1750 and 1840 must lead us 
to qualify our view of urban growth in this period. Too often 
historians paint a picture of a general deterioration in urban 
conditions as,towns experienced mushroom growth during the Industrial 
. Revolution; leading townsmen and public authorities have been 
accused of inactivity, lack of concern, or inadequate efforts in 
the face of urban problems. This study shows that a great deal 
of effort and money went into the provision of urban public buildings 
in this period. Moreover, these ~~enities, at least in the early 
y~ars of their use, adequately seryed the purposes for which they 
were intended. It would seem unjust to denigrate the providers 
of these buildings simply because unprecedented population growth 
soon made inadequate their apparently ample provisions. Often it 
did take time before people recognised that provisions of earlier 
years needed replacement, but eventually money was found and a 
town's public buildings of one type or another were once again made 
sufficient for its needs. 
It has become commonplace for historians to talk about lithe c;reat 
public buildings of the Victorian era" as if their predecessors were 
either few in number or small and uninspiring. This study has 
shown that the period of enthusiasm for erecting public buildings 
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really began in the second half of the eighteenth century. In terms 
of architectural m~rit, the contemporary interest aroused, and even 
size, many of these buildinr;s~ had they endured to the present day, 
would rank with our surviving public buildings of later years. 
Another important aspect of this investigation was the comparison 
of the provision of buildings in each town. The most notable 
finding is that, despite the differences in the types and sizes of 
buildings erected in each town, there was remarkably little 
significant variation in per capita spending on buildings. Taking 
·the popUlations 'of the twelve towns in 1841, about £4. 6s. per 
capita was expended on public buildings in most towns between 1700 
and 1840; Wakefield, the "county tow", was the only urban centre 
with a significantly different expenditure.' One of the main 
explanations for this similarity. is that the larger towns tended 
to: erect fewer, but more costly, buildings per head of population 
tha~ the smaller towns. Leeds, for example, with a population of 
c. 89,000 in 1841 was provided with 1.4 buildings per thousand-
inhabitants at an average cost of £4,279, while Ripon with a 
population of c. 5,500 in 1841 was provided with 3.1 buildings per 
thousand inhabitants at an average cost of £2,265. 
The similarity in per capita expenditure on buildings in each town, 
of course, does not imply that levels of aggregate expenditure were 
the same; the larger towns had many more buildings than their ' 
. smaller neighbours. For example, four or five times more buildings 
were provided in Leeds than in to~s such as Rotherham, Ripon, or 
Pontefract over the period 1600 - 1840, and the total expenditure on 
its buildings between 1700 and 1840 was more than ten times higher 
than that in the other towns. 
Thus, if the West Riding towns were representative, this study 
suggests that the number and typical size and cost of public 
buildings erected in provincial towns in our period was related to 
their population size;' expenditure per head, however, was not 
likely to have varied significantly from ~own to town. The 
major exceptions to this rule are county towns. Because their 
administrative responsibilities extended far beyond their own , 
boundaries they'are likely to have had' unusually high expenditures 
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on buildings per head of population. Wakefield had an expenditure 
per head on public buildings more than double the average for the 
twelve towns. This anomaly was entirely due to its role as "county 
town" and the consequent provision of large county buildings out of 
the West Riding magistrates' funds; if the county expenditure is 
omitted, the 'per capita expenditure on the town's buildings is very 
similar to that for Leeds and Sheffield. 
Over and above a basic stock of public buildings, there were 
~ifferences in the types of buildings provided in each town. 
These variations might result, as we have just noted, from differences 
in the administrative functions of towns, but they might stem also 
from differences in economic interests. It was natural that in 
towns where an industry or trade prospered, the beneficiaries had 
_ both the incentive and the funds to provide buildings which pronioted 
or protected their source of wealth. In textile towns such as 
,Leeds and Halifax these interests led to the provision of cloth. halls, 
and in a town such as Doncaster, drawing considerable income from 
" 
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its races, they led to the provision of social amenities. 
The detailed consideration given in the foregoing chapters to the 
sources of finance for.public buildings has offered several important 
insights into the process of urban development. Perhaps the most 
significant is the demonstration of the public sector's limited 
contribution to this aspect of urban building. In the period 
1600-1840, in the twelve towns at least, ~he public sector played 
a subordinate role in the financing of public buildings: public 
bodies provided only about one-fifth of the finance for buildings 
in the seventeenth century, and in the following 140 years their 
share rose to no more than one-third. This evidence gives further 
confirmation to historians' view that public bodies and authorities 
were slow to extend their activities and responsibilities amidst 
the rapid urban development accompanying the Industrial Revolution. 
Parliament di'd not begin to finance public buildings in this area 
until the 1790's, and it was not until the early nineteenth century 
that the West Riding magistrates financed them on their own initiative. 
(Over the period 1700-1840, in very approximate terms, Parliament 
provided three-sevenths of public finance for buildings, the County 
two-sevenths, and local public bodies two-sevenths.) Host public 
bodies provided only those buildings which they thought essential 
for the efficient execution of their traditional functions and duties. 
Hence, Parliament provided barracks and churches to prevent social 
_ disorder; the County and municipal corporations provided prisons and 
court houses for the proper administration of justice; parishes 
provided worlmouses for relieving the poor; and charitable trusts 
built schools and almshouses in accordance with their legal obligations. 
" 
However, we should not attribute the limited extent of public sector 
activities entirely to laissez-faire attitudes; there is much 
evidence- showing that the lack of substantial funds and rating 
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powers was a major obstacle to public sector provision of urban 
amenities. This deficiency, undoubtedly, made public bodies less 
responsive to urban needs than they might have wished. The examples 
of Doncaster Corporation and several charitable trusts show that 
where funds were available public bodies could be quite energetic 
in meeting the exigencies of urban growth • 
. Considered from.the opposite standpoint, the limited extent of 
public sector activity highlights both the willingness and the 
ability of the private sector to provide a large number of public 
amenities at considerable cost. In view of the heavy demands made 
on private capital during the Industrial Revolution, it is surprising 
to: see that, when the economy was prosperous, private individuals or 
groups of people had large sums of money readily available to provide 
the major part of the investment in this form of social capital. 
Private contributions of capital often resulted from motives of 
benevolence, self-preservation, desire for amenity, and civic pride, 
but, in explaining readiness to invest, it seems particularly 
significant that public buildings were often reearded as sound and 
profitable economic investments; for exa~plet markets, theatres, 
public baths, and even certain types of school were thought to offer 
potentially high rates of return. 
,.. ' 
The examination of the stimulants to the provision of public buildings 
in the twelve towns has revealed two wajor influences on the timing 
of urban develC?pment: firstly t a combination of urban rivalry t 
, . 
. "
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emulation, and civic pride, and secondly, the state of the economy. 
It has been noted.that often the provision of buildings was induced 
. 
by developments in other towns. Certainly from the middle of the 
eighteenth century the, inhabitants of the twelve towns were aware" 
of the amenities being provided in other towns and attempted to 
imitate or surpass them. This process was prompted by feelings of 
rivalry and civic pride; people felt that a town's public buildings 
reflected the character of its inhabitants and could influence its 
economic prospects. Thus, the provision of an amenity in one town 
might set off a chain reaction in others. Clark and Slack's concept 
,of a hierarchy or league of industrial towns set apart from the 
traditional hierarchy of towns in England is supported by this 
. 1 
emulative process. For the most part, the West Riding townsmen 
compared their 'provision of buildings with that in other manufacturing 
or commercial centres: provisions in Liverpool and Hanchester, or 
Le~ds and Sheffield, amongst their .. own number, are cited frequently 
as examples fo be followed, whilst buildings in large non-industrial 
towns such as York appear to have been discussed very little. 
As the previous chapter demonstrated, the state of the economy often· 
was the crucial factor in determining the precise timing of the 
erection of a building. The level of building activity generated 
by public buildings rose and fell in a pronounced fashion with the 
up-turns and down-turns in the level of economic activity. Projects 
might be postponed in periods of depression but taken up again when 
prosperity returned • 
1. P.Clark and P.5lack, EnElish Towns in Transition, 1500-1700 
(Oxford, 1976), p.10. 
For the benefit of architectural historians the foregoing study, 
notably chapters VI and VII, has presented detailed information about 
the conduct of public building projects. It has been shown that the 
promotion and organisa~ion of a project could be a complex and 
drawn-out procedure. Support for a scheme had to be canvassed' 
and, for the most part, the economic climate had to be propitious. 
Choosing suitable sites, designs, and builders all had their pitfalls, 
and though buildings were usually completed to their projectors' 
satisfaction, they often considerably exceeded the cost anticipated. 
The typical public buildings took about two years to erect, usually 
being co~~enced.in one calendar year and completed in the next, but 
the larger buildings might take up to five or six years. 
Thus, the interests of both the urban and the architectural historian 
have been catered for; those of the economic historian, however, 
h~ve not been neglected. Indeed,._a good deal of the findings 
pertinent to 'the latter have already been referred to in this 
summing-up. Nevertheless, it would be particularly valuable if a 
final assessment could be made of the general contribution of the 
provision of public buildings to the process of economic development. 
Unfortunately, as with other fo~ms of social capital, it is virtually 
impossible to make a measurement of this kind. We can say only that 
public buildinGS appear to have absorbed large amounts of capital 
during the Industrial Revolution and that investment in them rose 
by an increment at least consistent with the acceleration in general 
investment many consider essential for an industrial revolution. 
Clearly, those public buildings with economic functions promoted 
economic growth, while those with social functions are unlikely to. 
have retarded it. 
This study has.concentrated on the immediate causes of the provision 
of public buildin~s, to have done otherwise would have required a 
lengthy restatement of the forces and influences at the root of the 
process of Englis~ urban development in our period. . However, it 
303 
is worthwhile emphasizing that in the final analysis there were 
powerful general forces underlying the more immediate and particular 
factors which induced the provision of public buildings. It was 
the need to maintain law and order and to provide the basic 
necessities of life at a time of rapid urban growth and great 
economic and social change which prompted the greatly accelerated 
. provision of public buildings after 1750. The rise in destitution 
as the common man became a wage le.bourer divorced from the land; the 
threat to public order as workers became congregated in larger 
numbers and class divisions became more clearly defined; the threat 
to public health as urban congestion increased; the need for a 
better educated population as trade and industry became more 
sophisticated; the rapid increase in volume and complexity of 
retail and business transactions; the need to entertain or pacify 
the urban population in its leisure time - all these factors combined 
to promote the provision of public buildings. 
Within the last twenty or thirty years of our period, one of the 
great'est problems facing the promoters of town improvements was 
their inability to anticipate future requirements. Whereas public 
buildings provided in the seventeenth century often had a useful 
life of more than a century, those erected in the late eighteenth or 
early nineteenth centuries sometimes became inadequate within twenty 
or thirty years. As ~he editor of the Sheffield Directory for 1828 
pointed out when lamenting the necessity of redeveloping the town's 
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'markets for the second time within forty years: to have anticipated 
the rapid growth of the town "would have required the omniscience of 
1 
a being superior to man". 
,1. Sheffield 1828 D. p.xxxiv. 
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A GAZETTEER OF WEST RIDING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, c, 1100-1840 
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Introduction and Guide to the Use of the Gazetteer 
The Gazetteer is a list of t!'~e public buildings provided in twelve 
west Riding towns c. 1.100-1840. The towns included are. Barnsley, Bradford, 
DoncasteD, Halifax, Huddersfield, Knaresborough, Leeds, Pontefract, Ripon, 
Rotherham, Sheffield, and Wakefie1~. A chronological list of buildings 
is given for each town. In addition to giving the names, locations, and 
construction dates of the buildings, the Gazetteer, where possible, gives 
details of function, size, building materials, sources of finance, and 
cost. This information is presented in tables with ten columns. A 
series of abbreviations and code letters has been adopted in order to 
save space. 
Column One - Euilding Numbers 
Each building haa been numbered according to the chronological 
order of its provision in the town concerned. Their numbers are prefixed by 
the first and last letters of the name of the town in which they were 
I 
provided. Hen~e, the first building provided in Leeds is numbered LS1, 
the tenth building provided in Sheffield is numbered SD10, and so on. 
Columns Two and Three - Start of Building and Comnletion Date 
Where precise dates are given for the start and completion of a 
building, e.g. 11 Aug. 1835, 13 May 1831, the dates normally are those 
of the foundation or opening ceremonies. In most cases, however, the 
data available permit dating to particular months or years only. 
A date prefixed by "pre", e.g. "pre-1316", indicates that the building 
existed in the year specified, but its precise dates of construction 
) 
are unknown. For buildings erected c. 1750-1840 the date specified in 
'these eases is almost oertain1y within ten years of the dates of construction, 
but for buildings of an earlier date the margin of error is likely to 
be much greater. 
"C.P." standing for Converted Premises, indicates that existing 
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premises were converted or taken over to serve as a public building 
"C.P.?" is used in cases where although the premises were newly occupied 
it is not known whether they were converted or purpose-built. In both of 
these cases the date given in column three is the date when the premises 
were occupied. Occasionally, buildings were used for public purposes on 
a part-time 'basis, e.g. schoolrooms used for assemblies and balls; "C.P." 
is used in these ca~es also, but the temporary usage is shown by the 
location specified, e.g. "in the Grammar School". 
Finally, the sources used often specify only one year as the construction 
date, e.g. ttbuil t 1802", tlerected 1750", etc. Research has shown that it 
was rare for a public building to be completed within one calendar year; 
normally, where writers specify only one year it is the year of completion. 
In thesa cases the date is put in the Completion Date column, and is 
suffixed with the letter "stt, e.g. 1755s , to indicate that it was the sole 
date specified. 
Column Four - Name of Building and its Location 
Where details of the exact location of a building were readily 
accessible, they were obtained and are included in the Gazetteer. Since 
the prime criterion for the inclusion ot a building in the Gazetteer was 
simply that it lay within the, boundaries of the. towns concerned, ascertaining 
the exact location was not considered to be ot major importance. 
Column Five - Function 
In general the entries are self-explanatory. The denominations 
of places of 'worship are specified in this column. 
• 
Column Six - Size 
This column presents a variety of information about the physical 
characteristics of the buildings. Details are given about the dimensions 
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and capacity of the buildings. Dimensions are given in terms of ground 
areas, number of storeys, and contemporary descriptions, e.g. "large", 
"small", etc. Ability to accommodate objects and people is measured in 
terms of numbers of dwe.lling units, stalls, shops, or Simply the number 
of people that could be accommodated in the premises, for example, in the 
case of a church, "accom. 1600", or in the case of a school, "200 scholars". 
Column Seven - Building Material (Bdg. MatI.) 
S = stone; E = brick; W = wood 
Usually, only the principal building material is specified. Where two 
types of material are given the principal material is listed first. 
Column Eight - Source of Fin~~ce 
Two broad categories of finance are distinguished: public sources 
and private sources. With respect to private sources, where possible, 
the main objective of the providers of the finance, i.e. benevolent or 
, .-
. 
commercial, is also indicated. 
Public Sources: County rates; Borough rates; Parish rates; Foor 
rates; Improvement rates (Impvmt. rates); Corporation funds (Corptn. 
tunds); Farish funds; Parliamentary grant (ParI. grant); and Charity 
funds, i.e. the funds of a charitable trust. 
Private Sources: Frojects producing no remuneration or tangible 
reward for the providers - Benefactor/s; Donations; Subscribers/ 
Subscriptions (Subns.). Projects producing a tangible reward for the 
providers - Entrepreneur; Partnership; 
by a joint-stock company; Pew sales. 
Shareholders/Shares, i.e. finance 
~lhere practicable, more specific details about the people or public 
bodies financing the buildings are given, e.g. "Benefactor - John 
Harrison"; . "£50 shares", etc. 
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Column Nine - Cost of Land (£) 
Sites for publio buildings were either purohased, leased, or donated. 
This oolumn reoords the mode of obtaining the site, where it is known, and 
purohase prioes. 
Column Ten- Cost of Building (£) 
Often it is impossible to give a figure for the oost of the building 
alone beoause the figures available inolude the oost of site purchase. 
Equally, in some oases it is impossible to tell whether or not the available 
figures inolude the oost or site purohase. To identify these oircumstances 
the figures are presented as foliowsl 
£2,000 c £2,000 oost of building 
1 £2,000 = £2,000 cost of building plus oost of site 
l' £2,000q - £2,000 cost of building, unknown whether oost of site inoludec, 
For purpose-built premises)where no details of the actual cost have 
beeh found, estimates are p~esentedl' contemporary estimates are prefixed 
by "e", e.g. Ite. 5,000"; and my estimates' are prefixed by ~E", e.g. tiE. 200". 
Where it is probable that the oosts given are understatements, they are 
suffixed by n+n, e.g. "10,000+". 
Souroes 
The souroes or the information presented in the Gazetteer are noted at the 
end or the list or buildings for eaoh town. 
· j 
J 
J • 
BARNSLEY PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
t 
I 
I 
No. 
. 
BY1 
BY2 
BY3 
BY4 
~ 
BY5 
I 
I 
I II~ ..... r .' I _ 
.. 
Sta.rt . 
of bdg. 
· 
· 
· 
1493 . 
. 
. 
• 
.. 
· 
. 
. 
0 
00 
. 
. 
post: 
1657 . 
.. 
': 736 . 
· # 
. 
. C .• P •• 
· 
0 
. . 
-
• 0 
: 
COI!lpln. Name of Building 
date ana: its Looation 
~rookhouse' s Almsh.ouses 
nr. Church Yard) 
. . 
16th C. Parochial Chapel of St • 
~\!ary 
0 
. 
pre The'· !loot Hall 
1622 (~larket Place) 
. 
. 
1660 ~he rrra~~ar School 
(Kirkgate) . 
. 
• 
. 
0.1660 The Quaker Chapel 
. 
. 
The Workhouse 
• 
, . . 
. 
. 
. 
1738 The Assembly Room (in the Free'School) 
• ' 0 
'6 s 
. 0.17 9 The Free Grammar School -
rebuil t (Church St ~) 
. . 
. . I 
-
- -
Function' SiZ'.e Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
- Matl. Finance '. Land Building 
. £ £ 
. 
, 
.' 
. 3 houses Benefaotor: 
Edmund , 
Brookhouse 
. 
.. 0 
Accom. 500 
. 
. 
-'. 
0 
.' 
Hall, over shops & 2 storeys 
prison., for p.ublic 
business and Quarter 
Sessions . 
. 
Children' taught Benefactor: 0 
regardless of parental 
. 
wealth 
. . 
• 
• 
-. 
0 
. 
·Bousing & emnloying Poor rate 90+ 
the poor 
. 
0 
' . 
. 0 
-
. 
.. 
-. 
. z. 500 -
100 beys &: girls 2 rooms Donations 
taught the. 3 R·:;· 2 storey~ . 
.. 
. . • 
. 
, 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building Function' · Siz:a 
Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
o~ bdg. date and;! its Location Matl. 
Finance Land Building 
. . '- £ £, 
. 
, 
· · • 17785 
. 
; 
BY9 The Calvinist Chapel 
E. 1,000 . 
(nr. She~field Road) · 
. , , 
. 
. , . s 
.E. 1,000/ 
BY10 c.1800 The Methodist Chapel 
. 
(Westgate) ; 
• 
, 
. 
.-
. 
. 
'. 
. , , 
. 
. 
· 
s 
1,500q 
BY11 , · 1813 ' Th~ ~ational School 
Children of all Accom. 300 Charity funds 
(Blucher St.) religions taught 6 rooms & donations 
, 
· 
.. 1 storey 
. 
. 
. 
. 
: 
. . 
., 
. 
. 1,400Q 
BY12 
. 
'1814 s The Theatre . 
· · (Wellington St.) · 
,. 
. 
: 
. 
. 
.. 
J3Y13 · 18166 The Quaker Chapel 
E. 1,000 
· 
. 
· 
· 
· 
. 12 ocol 
:3Y14. 1820 ; .1uly The Paro~tial Church of c/E Accom. 1050 
Local i'ate , 
· 1822 st. !!,ar:r - rebuilt 691 sq. yd. 
• 
, ' ' 
· 
, 
, • 
BY15 23·April ?2.0ct St. 'George's Church c/E:,-
.' Accom.1174 ParI. grant . 5,743 
1821. 1822 (Pitt St.) , 
. 
. 
' ' 
, . 
. 
· 
· 
. 
BY16 1824
s Primi tive !.!ethodist 
. 
"Small" 
.. E •. 1,000 
· Chapel (Wilson's riece) 
. 
, 
, 
, 
f,J 
. 
. 
· " 
. 
I : Ro~an Catholic Chapel "Small" 
. 
j_W7 I_ . 1824 " 
~. 1 ,COO 
. 
, . 
· 
.. 
. 
No. 
BY18 
BY19 
3Y20 
3Y21 
3Y22" 
3Y23 
BY24 
Start 
01" ·bd.g~ 
I 
. c.p.1."1 
" 
18 July 1.-
1R36 
BY25 •. 
\ . 
Compln. 
date 
1827S 
s 
1829 
pre 
1829 
1832 S 
25 Sept 
1834 
1835S 
1837s 
.' 
Name of Building·' 
ana' its Location 
I Salem Chapel 
. I VTesleyan Association 
Chapel 
I I TlJe Town Prison 
The Roman Catholic Chanel 
- enlarged . ~ 
The Court House 
(St. lSaryt 5 G-ate) 
The We sleyan C ha pe 1 
(Sheffi.eld Roaa)' 
The Octdfello"Ns' Hall 
(Pitt. St.) 
The Commercial Buildings 
(Church St.) " 
Function' Siza 
Independent 
Chapel with sChoolroom\Accom. 700 
beneath 2 storeys 
Venue for Petty' 
Sessions & courts leet 
Venue for the odd-
fell mils • "lodges" 
Commercial newsroom, 
readine room.&iibrary 
of the !.!echanics' 
Institute & post 
office 
Accom.· 600 
"Small" 
2 storeys 
I . . ....... --.... _ .... _ ..... -.' 
Bag. 
MatI. 
Source' of 
Finance 
Poor rate & 
suqns. 
£1 shares 
£25 shares 
Cost of 
Lwa 
£ 
" I 
--' 
Cost of 
. Builcling 
£ 
E. 1,000 
E. 2,000' 
1 300Q , . 
E. 1,000 
'1,100Q 
. 1,500' 
I • 
314 
Sources for Barnsley Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
~arnsley - R. Jackson, The History of the Town and Township 
of ~arnsley in Yorkshire from an Early Period (1858) • 
End. Char. By. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on Earnsley (in the 
Parish of Silkstone) (P.P. 1891, LXVII, pt. 6). 
• 
BY1 End. Char. By. pp. 785-6. 
BY2 Barnsley p. 181. 
BY3 Ibid. pp. 127-8, 132-4. 
BY4 Ibid. p. 232; End. Char. By. pp. 783-4. 
BY5 Barnsley p. 219. 
BY6 Ibid. p. 135. 
BY7 Ibid. p. 126. 
BI8 W. White, 1837 D. P.· 313; End. Char. By. p. 784. 
BY9 . Barnsley p. 219. 
BY10 Ibid. p. 216. 
BY11 W. White, 1837 D, p. 313; End. Char. By. p. 786; Barnsley 
p. 227. 
B!~2 W. White, 1837 D. p. 314. 
BY13 Barnsley p. 219. 
}15 
BY14 ~ 8 July 1822; W. White, 1837 D. p. 312; Earnsley p. 181. 
BY15 W. White, 1837 D. p. 313; Barnsley PP. 210, 212. 
BY16 ]arnsley p. 220. 
BY17 Ibid. p. 220. 
BY18 W. White, 1837 D. p. 313;- Barnsley p. 220. 
BY19 Barnsley.p. 220. 
BY20 L.I~ 12 Nov. 1829. 
BY21 ]arnsley p. 220. 
]Y22 W. w1Ute, 18 D. p. 312; W. S. Banks, Walks in Yorkshire 
(Wakefield, 1871 , p. 363; Barnsley p. 135. 
13Y23 \Y. lNhite, .1837 D. p. 313. 
13Y24 Ibid. p. 314. 
BY25 Leeds Mercury 11 June 1836; W. White, 1837 D. p. 314; Barnsley 
p. 137. 
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:BRADFORtl PtrBLIC 13UILDINGS 
. ' 
• 
~o. Start Compln. Name of Building Function' Siz:e 
Bag. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of .bag. date an~ its Location . Ma.tl. Finance Laed Builping 
. , 
· 
. 
. 
· -
BD1 · · pre Prison and Gallows 
. . I 
, 1277 . 
. . 
Bt2 1458 St. Peter's Chu~ch Farish church 640 sq. yd. S 
.. . 
. 
, 
. 
. 
.BD3 pre Hall of Pleas Courthouse for-
2 storeys 
· 
1570 (rvegate) manorial courts, with . 
. shops ~nd ga~l beneath 
. 
. 
. 
. . 
· The Free School BD4 · C.P.? pre 
. 1613 . 
. . . . 
. . 
'. 
~D5 , ,pre A Court House 
• 
· 1632 (Kirkgate) . . 
. . 
I 
, 0 
, 
", 
BD6 c.~6.70 The Quaker Meeting House 
-
• 
, 
. \ 
. 
. 
.' 
. 
0 
I, . 
16885 The !~anor Court House : ED7 
· 
, (rlestgate) 
I .. 
. 
I • 
· 
," 
. . 
. 
.. 
. 
. 
I . I '. ' -: .. . . 
. 
.' 31:-0 
. 1720 The Unitarian Chapel. -, 31JS' . 1719 . 
, 
I (Chapel Lane) 
-
. 
'VI 
\ :::1:9 
I 
~ 
. . , . 
. 
-.J 
, u=-rate . e.360 post . c.1738 The Workr.ouse . 0" 
f ;'.lly t 
. J 1 
" 1-'3° -, ..... 
. J 
. 
~ 
\ -
"....", » 
,..r. ... 
W 
..... 
. · . 
Wo. Start Compln. N a!Ile of Building Funotion'. . 
Siz:a Bdg. Source' ot Costot Cost of 
o~ bdg. date an~ its Location MatI. 
Finance L~ Bui1ding 
. 
. 
. 
. 
· 
s 
Eni0 • c.1755 The Baptist' Chapel, • 
, 
. "Small" ' E. 300 . 
· (Westgate) . , 
0 
" 
, 
, . C .. P. · . Wesleyan Methodist 3!)11 1755 
. 
Chapel (The Cockpit) 
. , 
.. 
• · 
. 
. 
I, . 
. 
. 
.. 
BD12 1.765 1766 The Octagon ' Methodist chapel 
324 sq~ yd. • Leased 997 
· 
(Gre~t Horton Lane) 
-
, 
· 
• 
?D13 · 1773
5 The Piece Hall ' Market for worsted 258 rooms B Subns~ : 
E. 4,000 
. cloth 576 sq. yd. merchants, 
. 
. 
2 storeys clothiers, . 
· 
woolstaplers' 
· 
· · 
· 
ED14 . c.177~ The Debtors' Prison 
Prisoners ot the Court 5 rooms E. 300 
· 
of Requests for Halif8 
· ~ . & surrounding area .. • 
· 
; 
BD15 C.P •. c.1780 A Lunatic Asylum, 
A house • 
. (Cliffe Wood) . " 
· 
· 
• 
, 
, . 
. 
ED16 · '1]805 The Ind.epend.ent Cha)el 
E. 1,000 
· (Little Horton Lane .,' 
. 
. 
, 
· 
. 
· 
1782 s 
. 
.. 
BD17 , . . westgate Chapel Bap:tist 
E: 500 
C' 
\ 
. 
. . tl ·c.P. . · '. . . j c.1788 The .Subscription Libr~ . . . . 
.. ' 
'I , 
-
" 
-
. 
. 
. 
. 
-
tro. Start Compln. Nace o~ Building·. 
of "bdg~ date and' its Loea. tion 
'-. 
BD19 C.p.? pre Th~ Asse~bly Room. 
1793 (it the Talbot Inn) 
B1)20 c.1794 The Market Place and 
Shambles (adj. New St.) 
• 
. 
, 
BD21 . . pre The Town Prison 
1801 (5. of Sun Bridge) 
-
I 
. 
BD22 CePe . 1806 The School of Industr,y 
. , 
. 
BD23· C.P ••. 1806 The Baptist College 
. 
." 
~ 
BD2J.. April April The ~f!ethodist Chapel 
1808 . 1809 (Low Moor) 
· 
. 
BD25 '1811 . 12 May Kirkeate 1:ethodist 
, . 1811 Chapel 
. 
1811 s BD26 . The Quaker Meeting P.ouse . 
. , (site or old chapel) " 
. 
. 
. 
.. 9. ~ 
Christ Church E!)27 12 Oct 
· 1915 " (DarleyS~. ) ..
. 
· > 
. 
... 
. 
j j 
. Function' Sim 
. 
~ 
. 
. 
"Commodious" 
. 
. nSmali~ 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
" . 
,. , 
. 
"Spacious" 
• 
Accom. 1400 
. 
. 
" 
; 
. . 
. 
" 
. 
. 
clE Accom. 1300 
. . . 
. 
. 
. 
j 
BdG· SOurC9' or Cost of 
M£.tl. Finance LaEd 
. 
. 
. . 
, 
. 
. 
Donations 2,500 
• 
. 
.' 
. 
. 
. 
.. 
"' Subns. I .. . . . 
---- - - --.---~-~-.~-- ---~~-. 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
, 
E. 3,000' 
. 
. 
, 
'1 000+ , . 
(E. 2,000) 
. 
6,500 
E. 2,000 
. 
5,400t:! 
. 
: , Vol • 
..4 
I-\.0 
._--_ ... 
I 
. 
· 
No. Start Ccm:pln. Name 0'£ Buil.ding 
0'£ bdg. date an~ its Location 
. 
· 
• 
--18175 BD28 , . Westgate Chapel - . 
· enlargement 
. 
B:)29 . , . 1820s The Grammar School (N"orth Parade) . 
• · 
· I. . 
BD30 
· 
1821 5 The School of Industry 
(N orthga te) 
i 
• · 
... 
. 
I 
· BD31 C.P.? pre A SUb5cri)tion Library 
. 
. 
1822 (Kirkgate . 
. 
· · 
C.P.?· . BD32 p~'~ A Circulating Librar,y - ~ 
1822. (Market St.) . 
· . 
~ . 
.. 
· 
BD33 12 Apr; 21 No? BraMord 1~oor Chapel 
1823.- 1823 
. . 
· 
1823 r 5 Jley Sion Chapel BD34 
·1824 (Bridge St.) . 
· 
· 
· 18235 B":)35 !Aethoa.ist Sunday School. (School St.) . 
. 
. 
. 
B036 16 An.,. 2 Sept Eastbrook Chapel 
1824 . 1825 (Leeds Road). 
. 
L. 
j . . 
Funotion' 
· 
. 
Baptist . 
· 
. 
Girls taught to' sew 
and knit 
. 
. 
. 
Methodist 
• 
· 
Baptist 
.. 
. -
. 
. 
. 
/ 
:Jethodlst 
. 
, " 
-
. Siz:e B~ • Source of 
Ma.tl. Finance 
.' 
Acc·om.· 50 . 
Accom. 60 
: 
. 
· 
. 
. ., 
· 
. 
• 
. 
• Subns. 
. 
. 
. 
.. 
. . 
. 
-. 
· Accom.·1500 
. 
Cost of 
Land. 
P-
-
, 
Gift 
. 
• 
.Gift· 
1,050 
Cost of 
Building 
P-
q 1,050 . 
-
:8". 2,000 
. 
E.1,OOO 
. 
Z. 1,OaO 
.. 
E. 1,000 
. 
7,OOOq . 
.. 
1\ VI 
N 
o 
J 
.. ____ . ~. __ .. ~ _____ ' _____ " . __ ._" __ ~_ .. ___ .. __ -l 
No. I Start . I 
of 'bdg~ 
BD37 I I 
BD38 
I I 
BD39 I '. I 
BD40 I 
BD:"1 I . C.P •. ' I 
Bpia 
BD.'...3 
ED'~L 
29 Ma.y I 
1826 
J Feb 
\ 1827 
COCPln·1 Name of Building- I Function- I date anCf its Location 
~6 S~Pt I The New Market Place - 2 bazaars, butcher$t 
1824- shops, 2 butter 
crosses 
Nov Primitive Methodist 
1824- Chapel (Manchester Road) 
1824s The Roman Catholic 
Chapel (Stott Hill) 
"18255 The Quaker-lleeting H~u.e I 
1825 
1827 
18263 
Dee 
1829 
- enlargement I 
The Dispensary 
(High St.) 
I The Dispensary (Darley St.) " I Iledical treatment . given to outpatie~ts· 
Christ Church - "" I C/E 
enlargement (Darley .st.) 
The Exchange Buildings 
" . , 
Newsroom, subscript~on 
librar-.r 8: as::;embly! 
lecture room 
Siz:o Bdg. Source- of 
M~tl. Finance 
I Lord of I 
-Manor 
Accom. 1200 
I-
Accom. 1400 
• 
£25 shares 
Cost of 
Lana 
;; 
700 
-I 
1,500 
Cost of 
Building 
;; 
E. 10,000 
1,600 
0.2,000 q 
2,000 
. '7,ooe:..1 
I • 
~ 
N 
~ 
. 
, 
No. I Start Compln. Name of Building Function' Siz-e 
Bdg. Source' of' Cost of Cost of' 
of ,bag. date an~ its Location , MatI. Finance Land 
Building 
£, £ 
, ' 
, 
'-
BD1+5 .. 18283 The Parish Church Sunday 
, Donatio.ns 
q 
. 
c.1,000 
. School . 
, . 
'" 
• 
BD!+6 c.P.? pre Overseers' Office 
• I 1830 (Tyrrel Court) " 
I, 
'ED47 J' C.p.? Vagrancy Office pre 
1830 (Tyrre1 Court) , 
BD~ I C.P.?' pre The Post Office 
" 1830 (Bridge St.') 
BD,'+9 f 20 June 1834 Airedale Independent . College for training I I' 'I.E. 8,000 
: 1831 • College (Undercliffe) Independent ministers 
BD50 I 1831 5 The National School Belonging to Christ Accom. 1.50 
. Donations & 1,000
1 
(Westgate) Church, for boys ana. Nat. Soc. 
girls grant 
'. I . 
BD51 I 1831 s I The British and Infants' 200 bcr/s,150 girls I Accom. 480 I S"bns. I ~~t 
-' 
2,300 
I School (Chapel St., Leed 
and 130 infants taught 
Road) I ' . I I 
ED52 18335 Parish Ch~rch - restored 
1,600 ~ 
) 
, ' . ,- , I ' 
J . -J 
',,_' ______ ' l_~' ,_L_J 
- ----_._--------
No. I Start I Compln. 
of ·bdg~ date 
BD53 
BD54 
BD55 
BD56 I 31 Oct 
1836 
~D57 e' 
BD58 
BD59 
'" A" " ....... """~ - __ P" .,.1 
1834 s 
Feb 
1836 
Dec 
1836 
'1838 
18363 . 
18}73 
1837s 
Name o~ BuUciing. 
an~ its Location 
I The Court Hous. 
Salem Chapel 
The Baptist Chapel 
(Prospect St.) 
I St. James' ·Church. 
Chris t Church - r: 
enlargement 
The Station House 
(Hall Ings) 
.' 
The Oad Fello71s' Hall 
(Thornton Road) 
, Function' 
Court room for Quarter 
and Petty Sessions, & 
Vagrancy Office 
Independent 
General Baptis~ 
C/E 
C/E 
For Co~ission9rs 
under the Lighting & 
Watching Act. Housed 
nightly watch, fire 
engines, & office 
For meetings of. the 
Manchester Unity of 
Odd Fellows - . 
Siz:o I Bag. I 
M~tl. 
Acco:n. 1300 
• 
Source of I Cost of 
Finance L~nd . 
£ 
Donations & 
. County Rate 
Benefactor: 
John Wood 
Cost of 
Building 
£, 
6,231 q 
5,oooQ 
E .. 1,000 
14,6001 
c.1,5001 
3,0001 ' 
VI 
N 
VI 
.. J "'_"_'.~,"" ..... _~.,,. __ , .... P_ •• ~c •. ~.,,_~..,., •• ~ ... ~... "._~,,_~r --' .. ,-.-". ~ -'''' ,.--~ ...... ~."'... ~ 
no. 
• .
St;xt 
'of ,bag. 
Compln. 
date 
Name' of Building 
and' its Loca.tion 
Function' Siz:e 
nr60 ---
• I 18375 The Temperance ~all (Leeds RUD.a) , 
Temperance Society. 
meetil".gs 
Bt,61 
ni562 
Bc63 I 1 April" 
BD61~ 
BJ65 
"1:'""'6' iJ:.J b 
B"J67 
E-D63 , 
1839 ' 
" 
: r 
.. 
1'839 
.',1 . ".,.,' , 
June 
18}8 
Wesley ~ssociationi5t 
Chapel (Bridge St.) 
S "\ 1838 ~~ite Abbey Chapel 
1839S 
1839 
j839S 
18}9S 
27 Sept 
1840 
The Mechanics' Institute 
(Leeds New.Road) 
A Chapel 
(High St.) 
New Connexion Methodist 
Chanel (Bowling Lane) 
The. Centenary Chapel .• 
, 
Ro~an Catholic Chapel -
enlargeI!lent (Sto~t Hill) 
, 
St. John's Church' 
, (Manchester Road) 
Methodist 
Lecture theatre ana 
library 
Associa ted with Aire-
de,le Independent 
College 
Methodist 
c/E 
Accom. 600 
Accom.750 
Accom. 1000 
Accom:' 400 
Accom. 1150 
.. ,., ." i .' __ ..... .. .... 1 ,,_ .. " .......... , .. , ....... ,,_ ....... .... I ..... .... -' , ... , .... '_ .. , 
Bde. I Source' of I Cost of 
Ih.tl. Finance La.."ld £. 
Domtions & 
shares 
, I . I' 
Subn!. 635 
Subn3. • I 
700 
'Benefactor: 
J. Bertham 
Cost of 
Building 
' £, 
c.1,~OO q 
1,5001 
1,750Q 
2,665 
.;,oooq 
• 
1,800 
1,250 
2,COO<1 
I ~ 
4,000 , ~ 
I, 
, j 
" 
· 
No. Start Co:npln. Name of Building , 
Function , Size Bdg. Source' of Cost of 
Cost 0: 
of bdg. d.a.te an~ its Location . 
1!atl. Financa Land BuildL~g £ £ 
, 
. 
)69 c.p.? -- pre Soutbcottian Ch9.neJ. , 
, 
181.1 «('Iff i!ta:~ch9 s t~r Road) 
• 
, 
. 
, 
')70 The'Gosfe1 Pilgrims' 
Acco:n. .500 
. , 
pre 
1841 Chapel Spring St.) 
. . 
, 
. 
I. 
. 
. 
)7'1 pre The National School Associated with st' • 
. 1841 James' Church , 
, 
• 
, 
· 
. 
J72 · The Court of Requests 
" Commodious' pre 
Commissioner~ 
1841 Court House (Darley St.) of Court of 
. 
Requests 
. 
- , 
. 
. 
, 
D73 1,840 . The Infirmary and 
Accom. 60 c.6,100 
. , .Dispensa~ (Westgate) , 
• 
B 
.. 
• -
. 
. 
• , 
. 
. . 
.. ' . 
, . ' 
. , 
. 
, ~ 
. 
, 
. 
, 
J J " ) , ) 
Sources for Dradford Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles, 
:Bradford - J. James, The History and Topography of ~radford 
(1841). 
End, Char, ~d. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the County Dorough 
of :Bradford (p,p, 1894, LXIV). 
:B.C.R. - :Bradford City Reference Library and Archives. 
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:BD1 
:BD2 
:BD3 
:BD4 
:BD5 
:BD6 
BD1 
:BDS 
:B1)9 
:BD10 
:BD11 
:BD12 
. :BD13 
:BD14 
BD15 
:BD16 
BD17 
:BD18 
:BD19 
ED20 
:BD21 
:BD22 
BD23 
13D24 
BD25 
:BD26 
Bradford pp. 49-50. 
Ibid. pp. 189.202. 
Ibid. pp. 105. 113, 291. 
Ibid. p. 116. 
B.C.R. 15D14/Box 1/Case 1/1. 
Bradford p. 236. 
Ibid. pp. 298-9. 
Ibid. p. 226. 
Ibid. pp. 153-4. 
Ibid. pp. 229-30. 
Ibi<k. p. 233; w. w. Stamp. Historical Notices of 'vlesleyan 
Methodism in Bradford and its Vicinity (Bradford, 0.1840). 
pp. 36-7. 
Bradford p. 233; W. VI. stamp, OPe cit. p. 44. 
327 
B.C.R.: Deed Box 30 case 31, An estimate of the oost of building 
dated April 1773; Deed :Box 6 oase 5, Bond of inderr~ity signed 
by subsoribers to the hall dated 11 A.ug. 1774; Bradford pp. 
271-2, 285. 291; H. Heaton, The Yorkshire Woollen and i:lorsted 
Industries (Oxford, 1965), p. 297. Additional information in 
J. W. Turner, "The :Bradford Pieoe Halls", Bradford Antiauary 
I, (1888),pp. 135-9. 
J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p. 112. 
Bradford p. 294. 
Ibid. pp •. 221-8. 
Ibid. pp. 229-30. 
Ibid. pp. 251-2. 
.b.L. 9 Jan. 1192, 
Bradford p. 295. 
~bid. pp. 287-8. 
Ibid. pp. 260-1. 
Ibid. p. 231. 
,W. W. Stamp, OPe cit. pp. 87-9. 
Ibid. pp. 89-92. 
Bradford p. 236. 
:BD27 
BD28 
:BD29 
ED30 
BD31 
BD32 
ED33 
BD34 
BD35 
BD36 
BD31 
BD38 
BD39 
BD40 
:BD41 
BD42 
BD43 
, 
BD44 
BD45 
BD46 
BD47 
:BD48 
BD49 
:BD50 
BD51 
BD52 
:BD53 
:BD54 
Ibid. p. 222; W. White, ~ p. 415; 
of Yorkshire (Leeds, 1865), p. 255. 
Bradford pp. 229-30. 
Ibid. p. 243. 
328 
J. YJayhall, The Annals 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. p. 224; Bradford pp. 260-1. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 148. 
Ibid. p. 148'. 
Bradford p. 235; w. W. Stamp, OPt cit. p. 101. 
Bradford pp. 229-30. 
W. W. stamp, Ope cit. p. 102. 
L.I. 15 April 1824; :Bradford p. 234; w. W. Stamp, OPe cit. 
pp. 102-3; End. Char. Bd. pp. 18-9. 
Bradford p. 295. 
Ibid. p. 235. 
Ibid. p. 231. 
Ibid. p., 236. 
Ibid. pp. 258-9. 
Ibid •. pp.258-9; J. Mayhall, Opt cit. pp. 326-7. 
Bradford p. 222; W. White, 1853 D. p. 415. 
L.I. 17 Dec.1829; :Bradford pp. 251-2; J. Mayhall, Opt cit. 
p. 329. 
Bradford p. 2'61. 
W. Parsons'and W. White, 1830 D. p. 224. 
Ibid. p. 224. 
Ibid. p. 224. 
Bradford pp. 228-9; J. ~myhall, Opt cit. pp. 375-6. 
Bradford p. 260. 
Ibid. 'p. 260. 
Ibid. p. 201. 
Leeds Mercury 21 May 1836; Bradford pp. 260, 291. 
Bradford p. 228. 
:BD55 
:BD56 
:BD51 
:BD5S 
:BD59 
:Bn60 . 
:BD61 
:Bn62 
:Bn63 
:Bn64 
:Bn65 
Ibid. p. 231. 
Ibid. pp. 222-3. 
Ibid. p. 222. 
Ibid. p. 292. 
Ibid. p. 265. 
Ibid. pp. 291-2. 
Ibid. p. 235. 
W. W. Stamp, Ope cit. p. 124. 
:Bradford pp. 248-50. 
Ibid. pp. 228-9. 
Ibid. p. 235. 
:Bn66 Ibid. p. 235; w. W. Stamp, Ope cit. p. 124. 
:Bn61 Dradford p. 231. 
:an6s Ibid. p. 223: W. White, 1853 D. p. 415. 
:aD69 :Bradford p. 236. 
:Bn10 Ibid. p. 235. 
:BD11 
:BD12 
:BD13 
Ibid. -p. 260. 
Ibid. p. 295. 
Ibid. pp. 258-9. 
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DONCASTER PUBJ .. IC BUILDINGS 
• 
. 
l{o. Start Co:pln. 
of obdg~ d.a.te 
~.-
. 
i DR1 11th C. 
, ,. 
DR2 Middle 
P-ges 
. 
DR3 . 
· 
pre 
1508 
. 
, 
DR4 C.P. 
0 
,1557 
. 
, 
• . 
f 
. 
. " 
, 
· 
D:15 1558 
1 
, 
, 
. 
I 
I 
D3.6 pr'!! 
1579 . 
· 
. 
. 
• 
. 
- 0 
DR7 c.p. 1575 , . 
· 
· 
. 
...... 
, , 
Name o~ Building , ' Function' 
and'its Location . 
.. 
St. Ceorge's Church Parish church 
. 
. 
The Chapel of St. Mary 
!.~agdalen 
( 
The G-~ild Pall or !~oot Venue for meetings of 
Hall,(Fisher Cate) the corptn. & local 
guilds 
, 
, 
The Town Hall (in Court h~Jse for W.R. 
chancel and nave of & borough magistrates' 
r~in~d Chanel of St. U~· sessions; corporation 
r.raeC!.a2en in Uarket Place) courts, &. public 
b'.lsiness. Shops 
beneath 
The Hospital of St. Almshouse for 6 poor 
Thomas the Anostle (St. _ men 8: women . • 
Sepulchre Gate) 
The Shamble s Butchers' shops & , 
stalls· 
\ 
. 
. 
. 
. 
The Gra~~er School Pre~ school for sons 
(unaer the Town 'Hall) in of fre~rn~n of the 
the r:'a~a:alens boroup-h 
. 
. 
. 
---,~ 
Siza Bdg. Source' o~ 
M;.tl • Finance 
,. 
. 
. 
, 
S Corp~n. ~unds 
. 
. 
. 
. Benefactor: 
Thos. Ellis 
• 
, 
. 
Corp tn. funds 
S BenefactoI:s & 
. corptn. fU!!ds 
, 
, 
' ' 
. 
. 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
. 
0 
" 
. 
. 
Cos·t of 
Builc1ing 
£ 
0 
• 
-
. 
, 
. 
\..H 
\..H 
..... 
I · - , 
- No. Start Compln. Name of Building . 
of bdg. date an~ its Location 
· -
. 
· DRS • pre The Prison - . 
. 1.586 - . 
. 
DR9 . , :pre The Butcher Cross 
16c6 
• 
· 
. 
" . 
DR10 The Alrlshouses - pre-
· 1648 (Fisher Gate) 
-· 
· 
. 
· 
:;)211 · 17045 The Presbyterian Chapel . 
. 
. 
· 
· · 
DR12 
· 
1']20 The f';orporation 
Almshouses (Church Gate) 
· 
. 
· 
DR13 .C.P. 1721 A Temporar,y Workhouse 
.. (the.Town Hall) . 
: 
. . 
· 
, 
. 
. . 
DTI14 .C.p •. it. April "A Library . 
J~ 1726. (a roo~ over south porch 
· of' parish church) . - _ 
· 
. 
· 
DR15 C.P.? . pre • The Town r..aol 
..... -. . 
. 1723 (St. Sepulchre Cate) 
. . '" . 
-
. -. 
-
- -
.. ~ . . 
. 
. 
. ~ -" .. .~, 
" 
Funotion' . Siz:e 
. 
• 
. . 
--
. -. 
. 
. 
Unita.rian 
· 
For 6 poor people 
. 
· Settir~ the roor to 
work till a more con-
venient place could . 
. be found 
Includ.ed books on 
r.elieion .- -
. 
. 
. 
2 storeys 
· 
, . 
. 
. 
Bdg. . Source' ot Cost of 
Uatl~ Finance Lmld 
£ 
• 
. 
. 
. 
Corptn. funds 
• 
Subns. 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
.' 
. 
E. 300 
E. 150 
• 
-
. 
.'. 
. 
. 
I 
Vol 
Vol 
N 
1(0. 
DR16 
DR17 
I DR18 
DR19 
I t:a20 
I 
St9.rt 
of ·bag~ 
c.p. 
1745 
Aug 
1756 ; 
• 
1768 .' 
PR21 125 kp~il 
"1775. 
'DR22 
t 
'I DR23 
" 
iL 
'I 
i , lll?.24 
1777 
. 
, 
1179· 
1734 . 
Co:npln. 
date 
1730, 
1748 
pre 
1755 
1756 
1769 
~.~a.y 
1776 
. 1778 
, 
Name of BuUding 
and' its Loca.tion 
The House of Maintenance 
(St. Sepulchre Gate) 
The Uansion House 
(High St.).' 
The Toll House 
(!!a.rket Place) 
The fTew Shambles and 
Cross (Uarket ~lace) 
The TOml Gaol 
(St. Sepulchre Gate) 
The Thea. tre 
(New St.) 
Tt..e Grand Stand 
, The Gaol. 
(St. Sepu~chre ~ate) 
Function' 
\7orkhouse • 
Corporation assembly 
roo:ns &: mayor's 
resIdence' 
Corporation gao~ for 
~clons & debtors 
.. Theatre with shops 
beneath 
Siza 
4 rooms 
2 storeys 
Race course grandst~ndIAccom. 1200 
, , 
Prison for felor~ & 4. rooms 
debtors 2 storeys 
The Town Hall - partially 
rebuilt . 
Bde. 
M~tl. 
s 
B 
• 
Source' of 
Finanee 
Corptn. funds 
,poor tate, 
donations 
Corptn. tunds 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn. funds 
Cost of 
La.nd 
£ 
. 170 
Cost of 
Building £ ' 
'200+ 
8,000 
550 
81 
1,577 
E.,2,OOO' 
E'. 300 
280 
Vol 
Vol 
Vol 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building· Function' . 
Siza Bdg. Source of Cost of Cost of 
o~ bdg. date an~ its Location 
Matl. Finance Land Building 
. P. Po 
. 
-c:-
, 
· DR25 1793 t 1794 The Public Dispensa~ 
Free medical ~reatment . , Corptn. funds 660 . 
. to poor people 
, . 
. . . , 
DR26 . ·C..P.? pre The N p.l'lS Room " 
Corp.tn. funds 
1798 
. 
. 
, 
. / 
, 
· . 
" i. 
. 
. 
-
i DR27 C'.? 1798 The Quaker ~,!eeting' House 
.. Accom. 200 
· (West Laithgate, formerly 
, 
· 
a barn) .. . 
. 
" , . 
. . 
, 
DR28 . c.p. .1799 The School ~f Industr,y 30 poor girls taught 
Donations & • 
. "such·things as suit subns. 
· . 
· their station" " 
. 
l'DR29 
. . 
1801 . 1801 The !.!ansion House- Front beautifiel & 
S Corptn. funds 950 
· 
. 
I enlarged another storey added · 
. 
.- • 
, 
· 
, 
. 
'. 
. 2 090Q 
DR30 , ,17 Oct The Inc..ependent Ch?-pel 
Accom. 600 " - , . 
1804- (Hallgate'?) '. . 
. 
, • .' 
, . 
· 
, 
, 
220 E. 1,000 
DR31 1C}04 ~esleyan ~ethodist . 
, Cha.-pel (Spring Gardens) . 
. . , . 
. 
, 
. 
----
' . 
' . 
DR32 180,) . 'The Mansion Rouse ..:. new dining room . 
' . Corptn. funds 180+ 
, -
. 
alteration 
, 
· . ii 
'. \. . , . . . l tR33 .'ta05 1805 Judges'and Stewards~Stand Corp tn. funds 
E.300 
- - . 
(The Race course) 
i"%l\iWil#%. ~_".,_~-, __ ,.~._.".,_._. __ ._ •• --.--~ •. -~--.---.-- ...... -~~- .~-~~-'-.'- "-~ .. ..-,~-.~ ... -,.- .. ".- ~ . -. - --:-:- ...... ~- .. , , 
. I l-fo. Stttt . Compln. Na!:le of 'Building. Function' SiZ'.a Bag. Source of Cost of Cost of 
'of .bag. date and'its Loc .. tion: . 
Ma.tl. Fin2.nce Land Building 
. 
£ £ 
-
-. 
. . 
1808 • 
• . 
DR34 The School of Indu'stry . Poor girls lodged & 
Accom. 40 B Corptn: fun':ls 800 
. ( adj., the Di spcnsary ) tr.ained in "suitable" . 
-
· subjects 
. 
. 
. 
.. 
C.P: I The J1:ngli sh Sohool' ( part Boys taught' English DR3S c.1811 
' Corptn. funrls . 
-
. of the Grarn~ar School ' . . ./ 
.. premises) 
. 
., 
. . 
DR36 1812 ' The Public Baths 
Entrepreneurs Leased E. 2,000 '. 
. 
(near Friars Bridge) . 
. 
. 
.' 
'" 
DR 37 . 1814 Stocks' Almshouses For'3 ~oor women 
3 tenements Corptn. funds . 250 
(Factory I,ane) 
. . . 
o . 
. • - . , 
: . 
. " . 
. 
. DR38 1815 . 1815 The Theatre - pnlarged 
f!ew entrance, rece~.' • Corptn. funds e.782 
tion rooms, stairs. 0 
etc • 
-
-
. 
. 
. 
. 
.. 
. 
, . 650Q 
DR39· 14},~ay . 1,817 The National School 
200 boys &160 girls . Accom. 360 Donations &: 
. ,H316 ", , (~est Louth Gate) taught corptn. fUnds 
. , . 
- 0 
. . 
. 
ID1'.40 I :'Hl19 '. 
. . . 
. 
1819~ 
. 
Reception of beggars 
. 
-
The Vaprancy Office and 5 rooms -
Donations &: 'e.200 
Lodging RousP. (adj. . corptn. funds 
. 
. . 
· . iV9rkhou~e) .' ' .. 
, 
. 
f 
.. 
, 
. 
. 
, 
I 
· 
, . . 
-I . j 
~ ... I - I ---~ - f 
-
. 
.' 
,. . ~ . -.~ 
. 
No. start Compln. t~ame of Building 
of bag. date an(il its Location 
. 
. 
D1\41 1920 •. 6 April The Newsroom and Public 
1821 Library (High St.) 
. ' . 
. . 
.. 
. 
. , 
1821 5 DR42 , 
· 
The Naw \-onnexion 
· 
· 
l\!ethouist Chapel 
. -
, 
· 
DR43 C.P.?' pre The Post ~f'fice . 
1822 (High St.) 
" 
, . 
. 
. 
18225 DR41~ . The CongreF,ational 
· Chapel 
. 
, , 
· 
. 
DRh5 1823 . 1823 The Publicans"Booths 
.. (The Race Course) 
. 
; 
DR46 1824 1824 'I'he Grand. Stand -
e::1larged (The Race C~urs~ 
, 
.. 
. . 
. 
DR47 7 St?pt The Betting RooI?s 
. 
1827 (High St.) 
. 
· 
· . 
. 
DRI~8 9 Oct 26 June ,Christ Church . . 
~1827 .'1829 
. 
. 
. 
.. 
. 
.. . 
. 
III . 
. . 
--
Function' . Siz-.a . Bdg. 
Matl. 
. 
. 
Subscription library . 2 storeys 
&: newsroom . 
. . 
"Large'" 
· . . 
. 
.. 
. , 
. 
. 
42 booths for the sale 
of alcohol 
. . . 
. 
. 
• 
G.arning room 100 s~~ yd •. S 
· .. 
. 
. 
c/E· . Accom. 1000 
'. 540 sq, ,Yd • 
~ 
, 
-
· 
" . . . 
. 
, . 
" ..... _"" ..... --. 
,._ _ • , __ _ ,r~ ,,-,-,.-
--
-
Source' of 
Finance 
£20 shares • 
Corptn.·was 
a shareholder 
. 
.. , 
-
. 
Corptn. funds 
Corptn.funds 
. 
Benefactor: 
John .Jarratt 
-~-. ,~,-"~ > ,-- ~.- - - -
Cost of Cost of 
Land Building 
£ £ 
500 . . E. 3,000 . 
. 
, 
. 
'q 
, .1 ,1~OO 
.. 
.-
• 400q . , 
-
E. 1,000 
. 
• 
- . 
, i 
. I 
I 
E. 2,500 I 
. 
Gift, . 10,000 
\,)01 
\,)01 
~ 
Wo. 
DR49 
St:.rt 
of 'bdg~ 
1828 
Compln. 
date 
. DR50 127 April 
1829 
:JR51 c.r. 1829 
" 
'J)R52 1831 
, I 
DRS3 pre 
1832 
2~ June I 17 July 
1632 .. 1633 
DRS! .. 
. 
DR55. \ c..P. I 1a32 
DR56 c.p. : 111 Sept 
I 1833 
I 
.. ~~-.. 
Name of Building· 
an~ its Locatio~ 
The Town RaIl -.enlarged 
(Market Place) 
Function' 
I~rroved.accommoaation 
~or judicial business 
& a small gaol 
provided beneath 
Tile Gaol ~or the Borough I All. types of prisoners' 
and Soke of Doncaster , including those from 
the Court of Requests I . 
The Yorkshire Institution 
for the Instruction of 
Deaf and Dumb Children 
(Eastfield House -
orieinallya.grandstand) 
The Mansion House 
enlarged 
The Bett,el Chapel 
(Lower FishgR.te) . 
Priory Place Wesleyatl 
Chapel 
The British School 
Cat!1olic Chapel 
(Frince's St~). 
Additional saloon, 
householdoffices,etc. 
Wesleyan 
.: 
Boy& and girls taught 
Siza 
Large house 
"Small" 
. 
Accom. 150 
Bag. 
M~tl. 
Source' of 
Finance 
Corptn. funds 
Corpth. funds 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
700 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
.' 2,300 . 
. 
\ 
I 
No~ , I Start 
'of .bag. 
DR57 e,p. 
• 
DRS8 
DR59 
DR60 c.p. " 
." 
DR61 t.P.'? 
DR 62 G.P.? 
DR 63 1838" , 
i ' 
t , • 
Compln. 
date 
Dec 
1834-
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Lyceum' 
(upper reoms or building 
in Hallgate)' , 
1835S , I The British, School 
pre: 
1837 ' 
pre 
1837 
pre 
1037 
. 
pre 
1837 
7 Sept" 
1839 
• 
• I Primitive ;Jethodist 
Cha ;pel (Ilallga te) 
The Uechanics t Libra~ 
(in Town Ha,ll) 
The Post Office 
(Priory Place) 
The Lyj,ng-in-Hospi tal 
Doncaster Union WorkhOUSE 
I . I I " l' L I < ___ , 
Function' 
Litera~ & scientific 
institution with 
museum & libra~ 
Boys & girls taught 
Siz:a 
Accom. 320 
"Small,,' 
I Bdg. Source' of 
I Matl. Finance 
Donations 
• 
I 
Cost of Cost of ~ I 
Land Building 
£ £. 
600Q 
Sources for Doncaster Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Calendar - A Calendar to the Records of the Borough of 
Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV. 
Doncaster Notices - C. W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster 
·(1st series 1866; 2nd series 1868; 3rd series 
1810). 
End. Char. Dr. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Cha~ities 
(England and \-Tales) - Report on the Parish of 
Doncaster (P.P. 1891, LXVIILpt. 6). 
339 
340 
DR1 . E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 167. 
DR2 Doncaster Notices II, p. 379. 
DR3 . Doncaster Notices II, p. 2; Calendar pp. 229, 233 - Courtiers 
IV, pp. 26, 55; also Calendar p. viii. 
DR4 w. Wb1te~ 1837 D. p. 275; Doncaster Notices II, pp. 379-82. 
DR5 End. Char. Dr. p. 107 •. 
DR6 Calendar p. 58 - Courtiers I, fOe 102 dors. 
DR7 Doncaster Notices II, p. 381; End. Char. Dr. pp. 107, 114. 
DR8 Doncaster Notices III, p. 168. 
DR9 Calendar p. 71 - Courtiers I, fOe 184 dors. 
DR10 Doncaster Notices III, p. 197. 
DR11 W. White, 1831 D. p. 279. 
DR1.2 
DR13 
DR14 
DR15 
DR16 
DR17 
DR18 
DR19 
DR20 
DR21 
DR22 
DR23 
DR24 
Doncaster notices I, p. 280; Calendar pp. 185, 187 - Courtiers 
III, pp. 578, 586. 
Calendar p. 185 - Courtiers III, p. 577. 
Ibid. p. 198 - Courtiers III, p. 651. 
. Ibid. . p. 207 - Courtiers III, p. 666; p. 239 - Courtiers 
IV, p. 86." 
Ibid. pp. 207-8 - Courtiers III, pp. 678, 683, 688; p. 293 -
Courtiers V, pp. 325-6. 
W. White, 1837 D. pp. 272, 275; Calendar pp. 212-13, 216-21 -
Courtiers III, pp. 721, 728, 755-1,767, 781, 787-8. 
Calendar p. 225 - Courtiers IV, p. 3. 
Ibid. pp. 227-8 - Courtiers IV, pp. 9-11, 23. 
Ibid. p. 239 - Courtiers IV, pp. 81-2, 86; Doncaster Notices 
III, pp. 167-9. 
W. White, 1831 D. p. 281; Doncaster Notices III, pp. 156-1, 
428. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 169; ~ 23 Sept. 1822; W. vfulte, 
1831 D. pp.·27~-4, 276-7; Calendar pp. 248-9 - Courtiers IV, 
pp. 131, 144. 
Doncaster Notices III, p. 169; Calendar p. 250 - Courtiers 
. IV, p. 145. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 168; Calendar p. 253 - Courtiers IV, p. 167. 
341 
DR25 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 168; W. White, 1837 D. pp. 214, 282: 
Calendar pp. 259-60 - Courtiers IV, pp. 192, 195-6. 
DR26 Calendar p. 262 - Courtiers IV, p. 210. 
DR21 B. E. C. Stapleton, edt A Skilful Master Builder (York, 1915), 
p. 11. 
DR28 Doncaster Notices I, pp. 321, 323-5; Calendar p. 264 - Courtiers 
IV, p. 218. 
DR29 W. White, 1837 D. p. 215; Calendar p. 265 - Courtiers IV, p. 222; 
H. E. C. Stapleton, Opt cit. pp. 11, 31. 
DR30 W. White, 1837 D. p. 279; Doncaster Notices II, p. 349. 
DR31 Donoaster Notioes II, p. 448. 
DR32 Calendar p. 211 - Courtiers IV, p. 253; B.E.C. Stapleton, 
Opt cit. p. 44. 
DR33 B.E.C. Stapleton, oPe cit. p. 7. 
DR34 Donoaster Notioes I. pp. 323-5; Calendar pp. 274, 282 - Courtiers 
IV, pp. 215, 348. 
DR35 Calendar p. 216 - Courtiers IV, p. 295. 
DR36 Ibid. pp. 218, 282 - Courtiers IV, pp. 308, 343. 
DR37 End. Char. Dr. pp. 109-10; Calendar p. 219 - Courtiers IV, 
p. 311. 
DR38 Calendar p. 280 - Courtiers IV, pp. 326-7; Doncaster Notices 
III, p. 151. 
DR39 W. White, 1837 D. p. 280; Doncaster Notioes II, pp. 361-2; 
End. Char. Dr. p. 144. 
DR40 Doncaster Notices I, p. 269; II, p. 439. 
DR41 
DR42 
DR43 
DR44 
DR45 
DR46 
DR47 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 281; Doncaster Notices II, p. 330; III, 
p.60; Calendar pp. 286, 288 - Courtiers IV, pp. 382, 400. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 279. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 110. 
W. White, 1831 D. p. 219. 
H. E. C. Stapleton, Ope cit. p. 1. 
hL. 1 Jan., 26 Aug. 1824. 
W. v/hite, 1831 D. p. 215; Doncaster Notices II, p. 330. 
DR48 W. White, 1837 D. p. 219; Donoaster Notices II, p. 319; III, 
p. 84. 
DR49 W. White, 1837 D. p. 275; n. E. C. Stapleton, Opt cit. pp. 46-7. 
DR50 
DR51 
DR52 
DR53 
DR54 
DR55· 
DR56 
DR57 
DR58 
DR59 
DR60 
DR61 
DR62 
DR63 
w. White, 1837 D. p. 275; . Doncaster Notices III, pp. 170-1. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 280. 
H. E. C. Stapleton, Ope cit. p. 47. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 279. 
Ibid. p. 279; Doncaster Notices II, p. 439. 
w. White, 1837 D. p. 280. 
Ibid. p. 279; Doncaster Notices II, p. 440. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 281. 
Ibid. p. 280. 
Ibid. p. 279. 
Ibid. p. 281. 
Ibid. p. 282. 
Ibid. p. 282. 
Doncaster Notices I, pp. 309-10. 
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HALIFAX PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
l'fo. Start . Co!:pln. Name of Building Function' 
SiZ-8 Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of I 
'of ,bag. date ana: its Location . 
Matl. Finance Land Building' 
. 
1". r. 
. 
" 
, I ' . 
HX1 • . pre The Moote F.all Residence of Lord of .. 
, -
, 1443 , Manor . 
, 
' . 
-. 
HX2 c~ 11t47 . St. John's Church Halifax parish church 
1280 sq. yd. S . 
(s.e. end of town) 
-
. 
. 
I 
. 
. 
HX3 
. 
pre. Lee Courte House or Lee Manorial court house 
. 1567 Mote Hall 
. 
. , 
. 
-
. 
C.P.?, 1599 " Free ~rammar School of 
Benefactors: 
117..4-
" 
Queen Elizabeth The Savile· 
\ (Skircoat) , family , . 
, 
. 
. 
}i.'"{5 
· 
,pre The Shambles 
" 
. 
. 
.. ' 1609 
. 
, , 
, ' 
/ 
16105 
. -
. 
EX6 - Hopkinson's ar.d 
Residence for 18 .20 rooms Benef"ac t or s : 
Crowther's Almshouses aru widows, & charity 
E. Hopkinson . 
. 
- -". 
School (near Parish ' .. school ' & J. Cx-owther • 
. ,
? Church) 
, 
" I . . 
I - " . . ... 
I EX7." The:Wollen Hall and 
2 houses used for the " 
• pre 
" 
;~ "- ~ . 1616 Lynnen Hall sale of. cloth . 
-
-
. 
. , . 
· . 
, 
0 
" 
.. , 
, 
• 
. F 
, 
. ' 
Hx5 
· C!P.? pre .' The Viorkliouse 
. Housed and set the ~ Large house Benefactor: ti 
\< 
1635 poer ~o work 
Nathaniel '. 
. J-I 
/'". --
-
.. , 
-
, . .,,~ 
Waterhouse 
... ~. 
. . 
, 
' . 
. , 
. -
' . 
1. -!" ". 
. 
. 
.. -
-
" 
. ' 
No. Start . Compln. Name of Building Funotion' 
Siz:e Bdg. Source of Cost of Cost of . 
I , 
'of ,bag. " aate ana: its Location 
MatI. Finance La.nd Building 
I 
. I' £ n 
. 
I:.-
!-- I HX9, C .. P. ' pre Waterhouse's Almshouses Housed,12 poo.r widows' 12 houses Benefactor: 
, . 1642 (Causey-Head) • 
, l~athaniel 
. 
• 
Wa.terhouse' 
. , 
. 
. 
1642 82 sq. yd. iiX10 . The Blue' Coat School For habitation, main- ' Benefactor: 
· 
. 
tenance, emplqyment & 20 scholars Nathaniel ' ' 
training or Or?hans 2 storeys Waterhouse . . 
, . 
, 
~ 
· . 
" 
. 
JlX11 1662 , The ~anor of Wakefield's 
" 2 storeys Duke of, Leeds ' , 
, . Debtors' Prison ' 
" 
, . 
' , 
' ' 
. 
. . 
. 
' . 
HX12 C.P.? . 8 July The Dissenting Chapel 
, '1688 . (Northowram) 0 ~ 0 . , , . 
, 
' , 
· 
.' . .-
1693s 
6 scholars 
HXi3 . The Puritan School 
, 
. 
(Northowram) 
~ 
. 
. 
" " " 
. • ~ 
· 
, . 
1699s Northgate Chapel'- Presbyterian chapel 
, Donations E. 300 
r:J(14. . . 
- ' 
, , 
c.17oo5 
• 
HX15 ' ' The Cloth Hall 
Market for undrest ",Spacious" Entrepreneur; E. 500, 
. (upper end of town) .. ' . cloth 
Lord of lJanor -
" 
. 
- , 
; 
., 
• 
.~ . : 
HX16 C.P. . c.17oo ' The Sessions House ' . 
Venue of W.R.Quarter 0' .. Charity funds I: nOO ' . , (in 'converted workhouse Sessions -. . . 
'~'<.' i . bui1:~ng)' .' , '. . . , : ,0 
. 
.} .. 
. 
. ,....) .. " . . 
' , 
. , 
" 
. 
~;. :.. c • 
,,"' 
•. /'>';,. I • , ' . 
. " 
' . 
. 
. 
' , 
. 
' " 
. 
' , 
. 
" 
, 
0, , '. ' , I r~~7 · C.P. 0.1720 The Workhouse - . " re-established (in" , ' . ' . '. :. . ' . " ~ . 
· 
.. 
. originai building) " 
. 
J, ," ' , . 
. 
o 0 0 
. . 
. 
I ,,, ... ' - ' 0, 
, 
, 
" 
" 
, 0 
. 
.- 0' 
. " 
. > 
I ' I I ' ,';' , -... ' .. 
. ' 
! " . 
, ~_l " 
, 
. 
" 
-
No. t St2.rt Ccmpln. Name of Building, ' Function' 
Siz:a I Bdg. I Source of I Cost of I Cost of 
ot ·bdg~ date anO! its Location: 
M2.tl. Finance La-Ed BUil£ing 
HX18 I . pre SmYth's Chari~,School 6' boys or girls', , 
Benefactor: E. 100-
1726 taught 
John Smyth 
" 1 
HX19 I I c .1750' I The ·Anahaptist Chapel E. 300' 
, , ' (PelIon Lane) I . 
I ' 
HX20 I . • 1 17.52~ I The Wesleyan Chapel, I Methodist chapel' 300 
(nr.' South Parade) 
. . 
HX21 I '. 1 1752s The llethodist Meeting " Spacious" 
I- 300 
House (Church Lane) 
I ( . 
HX22 C·.P. 1769 The Subscription .. , 
Library 
I 
'HX23 1771" 17~2 The Square Chapel J Independent Dissenter "Large" ,B 
I ' 2,OCO+ 
-r-
117..24- . The Cross pre - I 
1n5 (The Market Place) I . 
HX25 I . : I 1175 _I A Court Room Venue 'of W.R., Quarter I .I I I E.500 Sessions .' 
EX26 I' 1775:_-\ Dec -I The Piece Hall lf~arket for woollen 31.5 rooms S 
Subns.: Gift J2,OOOt I! 
1778 . (Price's Square) cloth 
. 19,000 sq. Merchants &: 
yd. clothiers 
3 storeys 
I • 
I l , "'=' 
_I 
L 
" 
WOe ~tart " Compln. 
of ,bdg. date 
HX27 1777 
HX28 17888 , 
,IIX29 1795 I '1798 
, ' 
liX30 17985 -
" 
HX31 C.P. 1807 ' 
~ 
HX.32 1810--
., 
IIX33 1812 " 1813 
• 
, . 
II~~ 1_: G:P.~ -j - i~~4 
\ HX35 
I_J~,_' 
18155 -
Name of Building 
an~ its Looation 
The 1Lethodist Chapel 
(South Parade)' 
The Theatre 
(vrard's End) 
Trini ty Church 
(w. - of town) 
Methodist New Connexfon 
Chapel (North Parade) 
The- Dispensary 
( Causey-Head) 
New 1.:arket Place and 
Shanioles 
F 
Function-
c/E 
It.edical treatment to 
out-patients 
Meat sha.ttbles, market 
& shops 
~~raterhouse' s Almshouses-· I'Housed 12 poor widows 
.:.. rebuilt 
The Assembly,Rooms , 
(adj. Talbot Inn)- _ 
,. -
The 'National School 
,( nr. Trini t-,1 Church) '-
Siz:a 
Accom. 3000 
"Small" 
Accom. 400 
~ 
Bag. 
MatI. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
Subns. 
Donations 
Donations & 
subns. 
B • I £50 shares 
• 
B Donations 
---
Cost of 
L'-Uld. 
£ 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E. 3,000 
E. l' ,00t) , 
E. 9,000 
'E. 500' 
E. 7,000 
E. 600 
E. 700 
~ 
. 
. 
. No. start Compln. Name of Building Function' 
. Sizs Bdg • Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of bdg. date and: its Loea. tion . 
Ma.tl. Finance Lana Building 
, 
· 
£, £, 
, . 
1815s HX36 , . Salem Cpapel .. 
New.Connexion Metho~ S - K. 2,000 • 
. 
· 
. (North Parade) .dist . , . 
, 
18188 HX37 . , \ The'Lancasterian School 
Boys & girls taught Accom •. 350 Donq.tions E. 700 
(Albion St.) . 
. 
, , 
· ' 
· 
' . 
• 
. 
. 
HX38 c.p.? pre Southcottian Chapel' 
Chapel for folIowers 
· 1819 (Wade ·St.) . of Johanna Southcote 
, 
. 
.. 
. 
. 
HX39 
. 
1819s 
6,ooo+Q 
10 May Sion Chapel". . Independent 
S . 
I 1819 . (Wade St.). 
. 
· 
. , 
· 
, 
HX40 'C.P.,? c.1819
s The Court of Requests Court house for W.R. -
· 
. and Sessions House ~ manorial business 
- (Union St.) ~ 
· 
. 
, 
• 
. 
. 
.. 1821 s HX41 S~~thts Charity School -
10 scholars Scheo1 lunda 100 
rebuilt (King St.). . & donations 
• 
. 
. 
-
. 
, 
. . 
, - . 
. , 
EX42 C.P.? . pre The Police Office 
, 1822 (Copper St.) . 
, 
.. 
, . 
'., 
. . " 
. 
. -
· 
. . . 
' . 
· 
. 
. 
E{1~3 C.P.?' The Post Office . pre 
, 
,1822 • (Westgate) 
.. 
, 
I~ 
.< 
l' 
. 
/ I 
. 
. . 
. .. .. 
. 
" 
. . 
. . 
. 
' .. 
. 
--- ~ 
. 
· 
No. Start Compln. Name of" Building, ' Function' 
Siza Bdg. Source' of" Cost or Cost of" 
of 'bdg~ data ancr its Location' 
MatI. , Finance L~d BuiJiing 
. 
- . 
' ' 
. 
-
EX44 ' ' C~p.? ,pre The Magistrates!" Office, Office of W.R. Magis-
~ 
1822, (Ward's End)" ' ' trates for Pett,y 
. 
. Sessions & business 
, 
' \ 
, 
EX45 , pre The Baths Cold, warm', swimming, 
. 
,E. 2,000 
" 
. 1822 (south of town) sho~er & vapour, baths , : 
. 
. 
. 
. 
' ' 
. 
· 
HX46 C.P.?' pre Newsroom and Subscription 
2 storeys : 
1822 Librar,y (Ward's End) , 
-
" 
" 
. 
. 
. 
· 
. ' 
. 
"&47 '18225 Ebenezer Chapel Primitive Methodist 
, S E. 1,000 
(Cabbage Lane) 
" 
. 
· 
I 
i f.IXl;.8 '1823 .' 1825 The New Rooms' Subscription librarY, 
Subns. E. 4,000', 
I (Harri son Lane) newsroom, billiard 
-
, 
I 
room, & assembly rooms 
. 
'. , 
. 
. 
- -, 
HX49 ,C.P. ? 1823 Newsrcom and Subscription " 
. LibrarY (Old Cock Yd.) " • 
. 
, ' 
" 
f!X50 p.P. "1825 Subscription Newsroom . , 
. 
. 
• 
' . 
. 
• , 
. 
EX51 c. ~ 828 . 
The Court, of Requests Court Room &' debtors' "Large" 
Commi~sioners E.' 3',000 
. (Harrison Lan~)" prison fer prisoners 
of Court of , 
\ . 
. 
. 
-
committed by Court of Requests' , 
-
· 
. 
Requests ~ 
.
...... -
· 
. 
' . 
. 
. 
-I 
VI 
to 
. 
"o, 
~-. -. _. "- ." 
..... ~. 
, 
Wo. Start . Compln. Name of Building Function' 
SiZ'.a ' Bag. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
, 
'of :odg. aate an~its Location 
Matl. Fi..'"laIlce L,Fd , Buil,Eing 
. 
. 
. · 
' . 
. 4,OOO~ . 
HX.52 3" ?lar Nov Wesley Chapel , ' 
1829 • 1829 (Broad St.) . . 
. 
, . 
HX.53 25 ,Mar 1831 St. James' Church C/E 
Accom. 1206 S . Pari. grant & 4,122
Q 
1830 
donations (Stone 
a g;ift) 
,. 
· . 
-
. 
. 
-
HX.54 16' '1v!ay , Literary and Philo- . Lecture room, museum, 
2 storeys S .' E. 2,500 
1834 . .. sophical Socie~ Hall etc. . . 
\ 
. (Harrison Lane) 
, . 
. .. ~ 
,. 
· 
. 
.' 
1!X55 1 Oct 1835 Hanover Chapel . 
?~ethod.ist New Con- .. : E. 1 ,COO , 
.1834- (King Cross La~e) , nexion 
. 
, 
. 
'1835 8 
. ~ 
. 
1 600Q ' 
. 
HX56 . Baptist Chapel 
. I 
. 
. ' . 
I 
-
(PelIon Lane) . 
-
.. 
• , 
· 
ItX57 - pre . Manor of Wake.field ~aol ' Manor of Wakefield's 
--, 
, . 
. . 1836 (adj. Duke or Leeds Inn) debtors' 'prison • 
. 
. . . 
. 
. 
· 
. .. 
I · • 
, .~~8 I • . 'pre Quaker Meeting House .. 
. 
.. 1836 , ( Ward's End) 
.. 
" . . 
. 
. 
.. 
I ":.~::.~ ~ ':~ ',~ . •• · 
. 
, ' 
. . 
" 
. 
. 
· 
-
. 
.. ... . 
. 
HX.59 C .. P. ?- ' pre Baptist Cha)el . -
.' ~ 
: 
. 
. 
'1837 (Haley Htll . 
c 
' . 
' '. 
. 
.' . .. -
" . , 
" 
. 
. , 
' . . ' 
. 
' ' 
' -
-B···· .. ~ ............ ' .' <.:. ~.\ .. 
. 
· 
No. start Compln. Name of' Building 
Funotion' . SiZ'.8 Bdg. Souroe' of Cost of Cost of 
of bdg. date ana: its Looation ' 
MatI. Finanoe Land Building 
. 
. 
£, £, 
. 
· 
· · 
,
. 7,500q · 
HX60 21. Sept Halifax' I nfirmary and 
Medical treatment for. Dispensary's 
,1836, Dispensary (Blackwall) both in- and ou t- • 
trust funds 
patients & subns. , -
, -
. , 
' , 
, 
. 
3,OOOq 
HX61 , · . 1836
s 
, Independent Chapel 
, 
-. 
(Harrison Road) ," , . 
" . 
· 
. , 
, 
&62 20 Se:pt 1837 ' The Catholic Chapel 
460 sq. yd. 
" , 2~4009. 
. :J 83,6 (Gibbet S't.) 
, , 
. 
. 
. 
r 
: 
. 
• 
HX63 
. 
.1837 The General Cemetery 
£,5 shares . 2,500
1 
, -
-
. 
· 
, .. 
. 
· 
. 
; 10,OCOq 
HX61+ 1~37 1838 Halifax Union Workhouse 
f Aocom. 420 -
. 
-
I' 
: 
· 
. . 1,000 
· 
fiX 65 , " 1840 . The Oda Fellows' Hall 
.. , , 
- ' 
I: I · . • . I . - , - .-
· 
' . 
I , 
. , 
-
I, ' 
. 
, - , , 
. 
. ' 
, 
· · 
-, .. 
. 
. 
· 
. 
. 
· 
. 
-
· 
, - . 
, 
· 
. 
- l . 
· -
. 
. 
" 
~ 
. 
~ 
. 
. 
, 
-
I . 
-
· 
-
\ 
" 1 -
I . 
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Sources for Halifax Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Antiquities - J. Watson, The History and Antiquities of the Parish 
of Halifax in Yorkshire (1775). 
History - J. Crabtree, A Concise History of the Parish and 
Vicarage of Halifax, in the County of York (Halirax,1836)~ 
Erid. Char. Ex. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the Parish of Halifax 
(P.P. 1899, LXXI). 
EX. Antig. Soc.' - Halifax Antiquarian Society Papers. 
EX1 
HX2 
HX3 
EX4 
EX5 
EX6 
EX7 
EX8 
EX9 
HX10 
EX11 
HX12 
EX13 
HX14 
HX15 
HX16 
EX17 
HX18 
BX19 
HX20 
, 
&21 
HX22 
HX23 
HX24 
HX25 
HX26 
History 1'. 324. 
E. ~aines, 1822 D.p. 184; W. White, 1837 D.p. 400. 
L.C.A. TN/HX/69 and 71 Deed dated 31 Jan. 1566/1. 
Transcript of Letters ~atent dated 1585 in Antiquities 1'1'. 
684-91. ' 
L.C.A. TN/HX/A160 Deed dated 1609. 
Antiquities 1'1'. 58;, 589; History 1'. 181. 
L.C.A. TN/HX/A208(a) Lease dated 1 Mar. 1614/15. 
Letters Patent establishing Waterhouse's Charity dated 14 Sept. 
1635 - transcript in Antiquities 1'1'. 592-606. 
Will of Nathaniel Waterhouse, 1 July 1642 - transcript in 
Antiquities 1'1'. 609-15. 
Ibid. pp. 609-15. 
J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p. 115. 
History 1'. 85. 
Ibid. 1'. 140. 
End. Char. Ex. 1'. 414; History 1'1'. 339-40. 
History p'.304. 
Antiquities 1'1'. 629-34. 
Ibid. 1'1'. 628-34. 
Will of John Smyth dated ,1726 - transcript in Antiquities 1'p. 
642-5. . 
History 1'. 340. 
Ibid. 1'. 340. 
.. 
E. ]a!nes, 1822 D. 1'p. 186-7; History p. 142. 
History 1'. 355. 
Ibid. 1'. 343. 
Antiquities p. 203. 
W.R.Q.S. Gen. Index, Erad. July 1775, EE122. 
.bL. 31 Jan. 1775; W. \fui te, 1831 D. 1'. 399; History pp. 
351-8. Additional information in J. H. Ogden, "Building the 
Piece Hall", !Ix. Antiq, Soc. (1904), Pp. 187-94; anon, IIrrhe 
Halifax Piece Hall", Jix. Antiq. Soc. (1921}, 1'1'. 169-208; 
HX21 
HX28 
HX29 
HX30 
BX31 
HX32 
EX33 
EX34 
354 
R. l3retton t "The Square and the Piece Hall, Halifax", lIx. Antig.' ~ (1961), pp. 67-78. 
History p. 340. 
History p. 346; W. White, 1837 D. p. 403. Additional information 
in A. Porritt, "The Old Halifax Theatre", Hx. IIntiq. Soc. (1956), 
pp. 11-30. 
History pp. 11, 338; W. White, 1837 D. p. 401. 
History p. 343. 
Ibid. pp. 344-6. 
An Act for Regulating the New Harket Place at Halifax, Acts 
Local and Personal, ; History pp. 333-4, 356-7. 
w. White, 1837 D. p. 402. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 181; J. ¥myhall, The Annals of Yorkshire 
(Leeds, 1865), pp. 245-6. 
EX35 History p. 344; W. White, 1837 D. p. 402., 
EX36 
. ,EX31 
BX38 
BX39 
BX40 
EX41 
HX42 
BX43 
HX44 
HX45 
EX46 
HX47 
HX49 
lIX50 
History p. 343. 
Ibid. p. 344 • 
Ibid. p. 343. 
, .1 
, Ibid. p. 343; J. Mayhall, OPe cit. p. 211. 
History p. 356; R. Bretton, "Halifax Courts of Justice", .E!.!. 
Antig. Soc. (1951), pp. 51-61. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 402. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 181. 
Ibid. p. 188. 
Ibid. p. 181; History pp. 322, 356; R. ~retton, Ope cit. 
\1951). pp. 51-61. 
E. ~aines, 1822 D. p. 181; Historx p. 358. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 187. 
Historyp.344. 
1:1.:. 13 t-!ar. 1823, 19 tolay 1825; HlstoEl pp. 347-8. 
w. White, 1837 D. p. 403. 
History p. 356. 
HX51 
HX52 
HX5~ 
HX54 
HX55· 
HX56 
HX51 
HX58 
HX59 
HX60 
&61 
}55 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 395; R. Eccles, "Notes on Halifax Gaols", 
Hx.Antig. SOOt (1922), pp. 89-104. 
~ 2~ Oct. 1829; History pp. 340-3. 
History p. 339; J. Mayhall, Opt cit. p. 359; W. White, 1837 D. 
p. 401. 
History pp. 348, 352-3. 
Ibid. p. 343. 
Ibid. p. 340; ';'\1. White, 1853 D. p. 550. 
History PP. 59-60; W. White, 1837 D. p. 394. 
History p. 340. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 401. 
Ibid. pp. 402-3. 
Ibid. p. 401. 
&62 ~. p. 401; W. wbite, 1853 D. p. 505. 
HX63 W. White, 1837 D. p. 401. 
HX64 W. White, 1853 D. p. 547. 
HX65 Ibid. p. 551. 
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lIDDDERSFIELD PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
. 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building Function' 
Siz:e Bdg. Source' of Cost of' Cost of 
of' bag. da.te ancr its Locatiol'l! 
Ma.tl. Finance Land Building 
. 
. 
£ £ 
. 
. 
. 
· 
. . 
• 
. 
. 
. 1506 ' St. Peter's Church Parish, church, ' ' HD1 . 
, 
. 
, 
" 
, ' . . 
HD2 . C~P.? 1563 The ~rammar School (Almondbury ) 
: -
• · 
" 
" 
, 0 
I, 
, 
. 
. 
. .. 
HD3 C.P.1· 1608 King James' Free Grammar School (Almondbury) 
. 
I 
· 
• , 
. . 
. 
. 
' ' . 
. 
, . Lord of Manor' . 
HD4 . post ~.! 672 The Market ~ross 
'1671 . . 
. 
. I 
~5 1765 9 Dec The Cloth Hall 
Market f'or cloth Accom. 2000' S' Lord of' Manor 
E. 2,500 
· 1766 
clo;i:hiers 
. 1 storey 
. 
• 0, 
' . 
- " 
· 
. 
. 
H!>6 1nO' Fartown Grammar School 
B~js & girls taught Subns. ",304-
, (Faz:town) "Relir,ious' and useful 
• 
" 
.. 
. . 
. knowledge" 
" 
0 
, 
. , 
. 
· 
. 
. 
· 
. 
HD7 ' 1771 The Independent Chapel . 
Coneregational, . " 
E. ~ ,000 
(Highfield), ':' 
~ 
, 
, " 
!\ 
- 1\ 
. 
0' . 
. 
" 
~ " ' 
• ,,' 
, 
.. 
: 
- ---- - - -
0" 
_.-' 
. 
-
No. Start· Compln. Name of Building Function' SiZ'a Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
'of -Ddg. date Qllc1 its Location . MatI. Finance Land Building 
• • £. £. 
. . . . 
- '. s ,,-'.-
lID 8 . 1775 Old Bank Chape). Methodist "Small" B E. 500 
. (Burlpn Road) , . 
, I 
8 
s . 
HD9 17 0 The, Cloth Hall - enlarg~d Upper storey added, " Lord of Manor 
, ~ co • 
. ' ' 
. . 
HD10 C.P. pre The,.Concert Room '. . 
. 1791 (at the George Inn) ; . 
. " 
. . 
HD11' .: 1801 s The ~:ethodist Chapel "Small" , . ' E. 1,000 . 
(predecessor of Queen St. . . 
. Chapel) . . ' ' , . . . 
. . . .' 
. . 
HD12 C.P! . 1807 The Subscription Libra~ 
. (at Ur. Brock's in 
Westga.te) : . ' • 
- . ... . - -. 
. . 
, . ' 
., . . . 
ED1J. C.P. '. 1814 The Dispensary i ' I, . ,< • .' , • .' • 
, ,61(- /. 1814" "1815 A M;thodist Chapel· . :lethodist New Con-.· . Accom.700 '. ~,oooq I .- .. (High St.) .' .' . nerion. '. . 
I • ~, ' , . i \ i " . . . .." . , 
VI 
U1 
OJ 
.' 
• 0. "" ". 
~ -I .•. _ .. , - . . .. -'-.. ~~~ 
~o. \ St~ 
, 
Compln. Name of Building, ' Function' , 
511:.3 Bdg. Source 0'£ Cost 0'£ Cost of 
, . 0'£ ·bd.g~ date and' its Location 
. , MatI • Finance Land Bu1iaing 
.' 
£ £ 
, 
, 
. 
.. 
· ' 
HD15 C.P.? 1816 The Ti' ea tre 
' ' 
' '. "Large pam" 
" . 
(Kirkgate) 
. 
" 
HD16 1817 10 Oct, ' Trini ty Church " CIE 
Accom. 1500 Benefactor: 1~,OOOq 
• 1819 ( G-reenhead) 
B. H. ,Allen 
' ' 
, 
. 
I " 
. 
" 
HD17 29 r.~ay: 1819
3 Queen St.' Chapel, '11ethodist Accom.2400 
" 
8 oooq , 
816 sq. yd. 
1819 ~ 
. 
HD18 3 Sept· ,18195 The National School 
. 1.50 boys a.nd,1 30 girls Accom.280 
, Leased 1,000 
1~19 (Seed Hill Y , taught 
. 
, 
, 
. 
. ' . 
. 
. 
HD19 c.1821 
pre The New Concert Room 
, 
. 
" Sept ~ 
, ' 
, , 
. 
1822 
. 
. 
· ' ' 
, 
HD20 C.P. ?' pre 
Th~ Qua"ke~ ~.!eeting House 
(the Paddock) 
: 
· 
1822 
-
" ' 
• 
. 
, , . 
! HD21 . C.p.? 
The Riding School pre 
. 
1823 
.. 
I 
· 
. 
I 
. 
.. 
. 
-
! 
. 
. 
, 
• 
• 
, 
.. 
. . '6 oooq I 
. 
21 .. July Oct Christ Church c/E 
Accom. 600 Benef'~ctor: 
~ 
:-ID22 
. 
, 
, 
\ 1323 182.5 (Woodhouse) .. 
. ' ' 
J. Whitacre 
. 
. 
\ 
\ 
· 
. 
\ 
, . 
. . I 
I 
· " 
. 
. 
, 
.. 
, 
. 
. 
: 
' ,J 
, . 
. 
~ ' . 
. 
. , 
- - .. -----.------- -~,~ .... ,. -,...-=,----.-... ."..------
No. 
. 
HD23 
IID24 
HD25 
HD26 
HD 
I r-I ", 
\ '~ 
pro 
I I ' 
L 
.t_ 
-
Start 
'of .bdg. 
. 
· 
· 14 July 
, 1824 • 
C'.P •. 
I 
. 
· 
. 
· 
. ~, 
. 
: C.P.? 
. 
" 
C.P.? 
. , 
· ,C.P~?' , 
i . , 
I . . . 
· 
, C.P.? 
• . '
.' 
L·· 
COI!lIlln. Name of Building Function' 
date a.n~ its Looa tiOl]! 
. 
• 
. 
. 
28 Dec Ramsaen Street Chapel ' Independent 
. 
1825 . 
, 
... 
April The!f.echanics' Institute 
1825 
. 
. 
. 
. 
1825s Trini~ Church - enlarged C/E (Grep.nhead) , , 
. 
1825s . 
. Venue of Court of The Court House 
, Requests & Pet~ 
Sessions , 
, t>re The Post Office . 
1826 (near Castlega te),' " 
" , 
. 
The Post Office pre, 
1827, (the Shambles) " 
, 
. 
' , 
, , 
' , 
.-
" 
, 
. The Prison' 
_ 'Pre 
. 
,1827 
. . , 
: 
. 
. 
' . 
' ' 
. 
" ' 
. . 
. ' ' 
" , 
. 
The Commercial Buildings 
',pre , ' ' , 
1827 , , 
.' . " 
, 
.. . 
" 
, ' . ' .. 
: 
"I ' 
-- -
" 
Size Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
Ma.tl • Finance Land Building 
. £ £ 
Accom. 1250 Donations 
6,00Oq 
" 
, 
. 
. 
. 
ParI. grant 1,000 
' , 
-
.. 
ParI. funds' 
" 
E. 4,000 
-
, , 
' , 
. 
. 
• 
. i 
-, , 
• I 
I 
, 
. :1 . 
. 
- . 
-; 
" 
, 
. . 
~ 
. 
.-
,- -
. I 
-
· No. Start Compln. Nama 0'£ Building. '. Funotion' 8im Bdg.· Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of .bdg~ date and'its Location' Ib.tl. Finanoe Land Building 
.. ~ ~ 
. jill 31 " . 1827' Lockwood Spa Bath. Swimming: cold, tepid, " ., E. 2,000' 
(s. of town) warm, vapour & shower I ." . be.:ths . 
1!D32 5 "!'ov 24 June All Saints Church .. c/E . Accom~ 867 . ParI. grant' 2,606Q I " 1828,' (1830) (Paddock)' , .. . . : " , . " 
HD33 13 l'ov 1831 St. Paul's Church clE Accom. 12l,.3 ParI. grant Gift ' 5,700 
. 1828 . (Ramsden St.) 
. -
. .' 
HD3/0. 29,June 29 June Ruddersfield and Upper In-patients & out~ Accom .. 40 S Donation. 7,518Q 
1829. 1831 Agbrigg Infirmary . patients ,treated : 
· . (Trinity St.) ". 
. . 
. 
. .' 
HD35 C.P. 1829 The Law Library . . 
.. (~.~r. Lancashire's, Market 
. Pl.) . ..f· '. 
. . '. . 
. ." 
HD36 C.P.?. 1829 The Commercia~ J'Tewsroom • 
. . 
lD37 " ,1~32 The Catholic Chapel" ',. Donaticns 2,OOOQ 
• I, •• • ~ , 
• 4 _ • 
IHD 
) -
· . -. . . . 
_ 33 \ 1835 27 Oc~ St·. Peter'. Church _ . Pari'sh church . . Accom. 1620 Pew sale. ' 9, OGO , 
. 1836 rebuil t . . . .' ParI. grant 
. . Donations 
. .. _.' -
• .• ! • 
• 
. 
- .- ~""~~-''''~ .-- -
No. 
HD39 
HDl;.O 
BD41 
HD42 
IID43 
HD44. 
HD45 
HDlt-6 
Start 
o~ bclg. 
, 
Compln. 
date 
Name o~ Building 
and' its Location 
14' !':ay ., 24 ~I!ay 
.1836· 1837 . 
The Philosophical Hall 
(Rams~en St.) 
. '~ I 
I, 
• I 
post. 
1329 
.. 
-C.P.? . 
. 
.. 
1838 . 
18365 
18365 
pre 
'1837 
pre 
1837 
Primi ti ve ~"ethodist 
Chapel (Spring Pl.) 
Christ Cr~lrch Schools 
(Sheepridge) 
The Int'ant School 
The, Conservative News-
room 
18 JUlY" Wesleyan Chapel 
1837 (Buxton Road) 
1839 
,1838s 
Huddersfield Collegiate 
School (New North Road) 
.The British School 
Function' SiZ'.a 
Lecture roo~hall for -IAccom. 1280 
phil050phicalsociety 780 sq. yd. 
& newsroom 
Accom. ~60 
Accom;." 1400 
.. 
f·_ 
I .. ~~~ ~. I : I 
Bag. 
MatI. 
.. 
Source- o-r 
Finance 
£10 sha;res 
Donations 
£20 shares 
Cost of 
Land. 
£ 
• 
Cost o~ 
Building 
• ra 
:zo. 
3,150Q 
R. l' ,000 
E. 800 
600l! 
6,000 
E. 5,000 
E. 800 ~ 
I~ 
I I 
.1 
.. 
No. 
HD47 
Start 
of ·bQg!t 
.' 
Compln. 
date 
Name of Building· 
and' its Location 
1~Os . I Trinity Church National 
School . . 
~~--~~~~~~~--"~--~~ 
Function' 
.. 
. " 
."- . 
. '. 
. , 
Siz:a Bdg. 
M~tl. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
" 
Cost of 
Land 
~ 
Cost of .. 
Building 
£ 
E. 800 
I 
. i 
" 
• 
\J,j 
~ 
\J,j 
Sources for Huddersfield Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
End. Char. Rd. - Renorts of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the County Borough 
of Huddersfield (P.P. 1899. LXXI). 
stOry - R. ]rook, The story of Huddersfield (1968). 
lID1 
HD2 
lID3 
HD4 
lID 5 
HD6 
lID1 
lID8 
w. White, 1853 D. p. 591. 
story p. 196. 
End. Char. Rd. pp. 644, 102; stOry pp. 196-1. 
stOry pp. 26-8. 
L.I. 9 Dec. 1166; E. Baines, 1822 D. pp. 204-5; W. White, 
~ D. p. 363; Story pp. 52-3. . 
End. Char. Rd. pp. 612-3. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 206; E. Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical 
..... History of Leeds II, p. 418. 
of Methodism in Ruddersfield Holmfirth 
, pp. 24, 101, 221-2; stOry p. 65. 
HD9 W. White, 1853 D. p. 595; stOry p. 52. 
HD10 bL. 3 May 1790. 
BD11 J. ~Allinson, OPe cit. pp. 52, 223. 
'RD12 W. White, 1837 D. p.365. 
HD13 E. Baines, 1822 D:. p. 206; ,6.1.:. 26 June 1823. stOry pp. 124-5. 
BD14 W. White; 1837 D. p. 365; C. P. Hobkirk, Huddersfield: its 
History and Natural Riston (1868), p. 8; stOry p. 8. 
HD15 stOry.p. 212. 
HD16 E. Baines, 1822 D. 'P. 206; W. White, 1837 D. p. 364. 
/ HD17 
BD18 
BD19 
HD20 
HD21 
HD22 
HD23 
HD24 
HD25 
HD26 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 206; J. Mayhall, The Annals of Yorkshire 
(Leeds, 1865), p. 271; c. P. Hobk~rk, Ope cit. p. 8. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 206; W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; W. White, 
1853 D. p. 597: J. Mayhall, Ope cit. p. 217; End. Char. Rd. 
pp. 638, 686. 
~ 16, 30 Sept. 1822. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 206. 
~ 2 Sept. 1822. 
Ibid. 4 Nov. 1024; W. White, 1837 D. p. 364. 
~ 22 July 1824; W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; Story pp. 125-6. 
J. Mayhall, OPe cit. p. 318. 
stOry p. 130. 
W. Vhi te , 1837 D. p. 362. , 
366 
. . 
HD27 G. Crosland, A Plan of Huddersfield (1826), reproduced in Story 
facing p. 113. 
HD28 Ibid. 
HD29 Ibid. 
HD30 Ibid. 
BD31 W. White, 1837 D. pp. 365-6; W. White, 1853 D. p. 598. 
HD32 W. White, 1837 D. pp. 364-5; E. Farsons, Ope cit. II, p. 410. 
HD33 
BD34 
HD35 
HD36 
M.R. Port, Six Hundred New Churches 
c. P. Robkirk"op. cit. p. 4 •. 
W. White, 1853 D. p. 598. 
HD37 StOry p. 128. 
~38 W. White, 1837 D. p. 364. 
ED39 Ibid. p. 365; W. White, 1853 D. p. 598; StOry p. 276. 
lID40 W. White, 1837 D. p. 365. 
HD41 W. White, 1853 D. p. 597 •. 
HD42 W. White, 1837 D. p. 365. 
HD43 Ibid. p. 365. 
HD44 Ibid. p. 365; J. Mallinson, Ope cit. pp. 101-3. 
HD45 W. "''hi te, 1853 D. pp. 597-8; StOry PP. 125, 199. 
HD46 w. White, 1853 D. p. 597. 
nD47 Ibid. p. 597. 
\ ' 
KNARESEOROUGH PUBLIC EUILDINGS 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building, 
of 'bdg~ date an~ its Looation 
· 
KH1 · " 12th C. St. John's Church' 
, ,. 
KH2 pre The CoUrt House 
1555 ,,' 
i 
· .
I . 
1592s KH3 The Toll Booth " . , (Market Place), ' 
. 
.' 
. 
'1CH4 .C.p. ? ,1616, The Free Grammar School 
· 
. 
, 
1lli5 17th C. The Court House and. . 
" Prison (reJlovated part ~ 
castle ruins) 
" 
,. 
, 
'KH6 
, 
1701 5 The Quaker Meeting House, (Gracious St.), . , 
· , 
. 
KH7 · pre The Almshouses 1707 (Tanners-row) , 
· 
, 
. 
. 
. 
. , 
. 
KH8 17095 • The Market Cross 
\ . 
-
- " . 
0 
. . 
-
o· , 
-, 
, 
· 
, 
~ 
-
. 
i .. . , , 
' Function" ' ' Sizn 
, ' 
. 
• .' . Parish church Accom.1300 
, , 
. ,
" .. ' 
. 
Boro~gh court house . 
wi th shops and town , 
prison beneath 
, ' 
Boys taught 
, 
.. 
Court house and prison 2 storeys 
for the Forest of - , 
Knaresborough 
-
-
. . 
For 9 poor wid~ws' " . 
, , 
• 
. 
. , 
. . 
' ' 
, . 
' . 
, 
, . .. 
--" -"' --
., 
Bag. Source' of 
M2.tl., ' Finance 
' . 
Benefactor: 
Peter Benson 
. 
Benefactress: 
Lady Hewley 
Donations 
. 
-
-
, 
' . 
/ 
_. "- 0 
' ' -
. 
Cost of 
Land 
. 
. 
. 
-, , 
. 
,. 
Cost, of 
Building , 
-
' '. 
.-
. 
I 
/ 
E. 260 
E. 100, 
. 
E. 50 
-
" 
I 
I 
\,.N 
0"1 (» 
, 
I 
/. 
No. 
AH9 
KH10 
~ 
KH11 
. 
KH12 
KH13 
, .. 
nI14 
1':H15 
'f:H16 
· · 
Sta.!"t 
of" bag. 
. 
· ' 
· I 
. 
. 
· , 
1737 
.' . 
I. 
/ 
· , 
· 
· 
· · 
· 
' c.P.? 
· , 
· 
· 
, 
-
. 
· 
· 
. 
; 
" 
· 
· 
f 
, 
" 
· 
· · 
· . 
1795 : 
. 
. 
C".P. 
Compln. 
date 
pre 
1729, 
1741 s 
,1765 
.. 
. 
1779s 
17Bl.. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
1795 
.. 
" 
. 
" 
Name of' Buil.ding Function' . Siza Bdg. Source' ot 
Cost ot Cost of 
and' its, Loca.tion Matl. Finance Lana. 
Building 
. £. £. 
. 
.. . 
• . 
The con~egational 
Benefactress: 
Chap~l Windsor Lane) 
. Lady He'w1ey 
, 
' ' 
. . 
The Workhouse Maintaining, lodging 
Poor rate 
. 
E. 100 
& e~r1?ying the ,poor I 
. .. 
- . " 
.. 
The Free G-rammar School -
Donations E.·300, 
rebuilt _. ! 
. 
: 
. 
. 
Richardson '.s School 30 boys and girls 
Benefactor: . 
taught the 3 R's and Thos. . 
religious knowledge Richardson 
.. 
.. 
E. 1,000 
The Congregational Independent , 
Chapel (Windsor Lane) 
. 
' . 
/ 
The Sessions House and . Court house for 
County ra.te • 200+ . 
Prison - rebuilt· (Market borough courts & W.R. 
' ' 
-, 
'. 
Place) Quarter Sessions. 
• 
Prisons f'or debtors . 
. & felons beneath . 
" . 
.. 
; . ' .;, 
. 
E. 500 
-
. Wesleyan Methodist . , . . 
" , 
. Chapel . 
.. ' 
.. 
.. 
, 
. 
" . 
. , " 
/ .. 
" 
.. 
The Subscription Libr~ . , 
. , 
... 
.I 
, No. Start 
·cf ,bag. 
Compln. 
date 
.. 
Name of J3uilding 
and'its Location 
KH17 I· H313 . I 1814 The National School 
KH18 1815 
hli19 
Wesleyan Methodist Chapel 
(Chapel St.) '., 
18175 -I The Congregational 
Chapel - enlarged 
(Windsor Lane) 
KH20 post· J c.1823· 
. 1822 ", 
The Market Cross 
rebuilt 
:iCR21 
KH22 
" 
D.J23 , -
. ":.'. ,. 
.' ,~,... i' 
I • 
1827 
1831 s 
1837s 
• 
The Prison - rebuilt 
(under the Court House?) 
The Catholic Chapel and 
Schvol 
The ~irls' National 
School and Infants' 
SchQol - . 
Function· 
Boys taught' 
'80 girls taught 3 R' s, 
knitting & sewing. 80 
i~£ants taught the 
alphabet, etc. 
Donations & 
parl,_ grant 
E. 200 
350 
• 
E. 2,000 
135+q 
(E. 500) 
::: [!-,~, :.:' I 
I KH24!· ,1837 .' 1838 The Sessions House l,iagist::ates' s:ssions. '1 ITOwn: & countyl .. ' 2,6OCQ ~ 
\ 
. . . & public meehngs . rate . . ro 
. . ' I -
.L:-1- _I ___ --!-__ ~--'"'-f _. __ --..-----L----! 
No. 
KH25 
Start 
o~ bdg. 
Compln. 
date 
?' C.P •.. 1 pre . 
, 1844 
: 
. . 
Na.:ne of Building 
and' 'its Location 
The Dispensary 
.. 
Function' 
Free· medical treatment. 
f'or : the poor 
Siz:e 
• 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
• 
Source· of 
Finance 
Donations 
Cost of 
Land 
£. 
• 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
'I. 
I 
V. 
-.I 
-" 
Sources for Knaresborough Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
End. Char. Kh. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(En5land and Wales) - Report on the Parish of 
Knaresborough (P.P. 1897, LXXII). 
372 
373 
KH1 M. Calvert, The History of Knaresborough (Knaresborough, 1844), 
pp. 50, 66-7; N. Pevesner, The Buildin~ of England: Yorkshire, 
The West Riding (1967), p. 294. 
KH2 
KH3 
KH4 
KH5 
KB6 
KH7 
1m8 
KH9 
KH10 
KB11 
KH12 
KH13 
Y.A:S. DD56 B4 Papers relating to a dispute over rents, o. 
1555-6. 
Y.A.S. DD56 ~4 & S Papers relating to the Toll ]ooth and Court 
House, o. 1592. 
End. Char. Kh. pp. 250-1. 
N. Pevesner, OPe cit. p. 297. 
E. Hargrove, The History of the Castle, Town and Forest of 
Knaresborough (York, 1775), p. 57. 
M~ Calvert, Ope cit. pp. 80-1. 
E. Hargrove, OPe cit. p. 56. 
End. Char. Kh. p. 280. 
M. Calvert, Ope oi t., p. 79. 
. End. Char. Kh. pp. 250-1. 
Ibid. pp. 250-1. 
Ibid. p. 280. 
KR14 W.R.Q.S. Gen. I~dex, Wetherby Jan. 1784; E. Hargrove, .2l2.!.. 
oit. p. 56. 
-. 
KH15 End. Char. Kh. 1'1'. 279-80. 
KB16 M. Calvert, Ope cit. p. 91. 
KB17 1!.:L.. 4 Oct. 1813; M. Calvert, Ope cit.p. 77. 
KH18 M. Calvert, Ope cit. p. 69; End. Char. Kh. p. 279. 
KH19 M. Calvert, Ope cit. p. 69; End. Char. Kh. p. 280. 
KH20 M. Calvert, oPe cit. p. 93. 
KH21 W.R.Q.S. Cen. Index, Knaresborough Oct. 1824, Pontefract April 
1827. 
KH22 
KH23 
KJI24 
KH25 
M. Calvert, Ope cit. p. 68. 
Ibid. p. 7£. 
Ibid. p. 94. 
Ibid. p. 84. 
-
\ 
374 
LEEDS PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
. , 
.., 
· 
No. start Compln~ Name o£ Building Funotion' 
. Siz:a Bdg. ' Source of Cost of Cost of· 
of beig. d.a.te ~n~its Looation . 
U~tl. Finanoe Land. Building 
-
£, £, 
. 
. - 0 
. 
· I 
• . 
LS1 14th C. St. Peter's Church' Parish church , 
2340 sq. yd.. S Donations 
(Kirkgate) 0 " -
. , 
, 
, . 
. . 0 
. , 
L52 pre Hall of Pleas Manorial court house 
• · 1357 (Leeds) 
· 
. 
I . 
. 
. 
LS3 
., The Chantry Chapel Chapel; school from 
· 
pre 
Maintained by -
1376 (on Leeds Bridge) Dissolu tion to 1 728 
charity funds 
.-
· · ' 
. ' 
. . 
0 
· 
154 founded Chantry of St. MQrY .' 
Size of a 
. 1470 Magdalen (West side of dwelling 
. 
. 
· · 
Cross Puish) · -, 
0 
. 
135 · 
. Moot Hall and Bakehouse Manorial court.house 
- pre 
· 
1476 (Leeds) and oven . · 
. 
.- • 
" 
r.s6 C.P •. founded Leeds Grammar School-
. 
· 
1,552 (nr. Lady Lane) , - , 
'-
. 
• 
, 
- . 
.. 
. 
. . I LS7 . · 1580 ' Leeds Grammar School . C.P. -
· 
(in The New Chapel) . 
. 
. " 
. 
' . 
' - . 
. . 
1158 
. 
. pre .~oot Hall and Common: Venue of Sessions of 
,1598,! Oven (Kirkgate) the Peaoe and manoria'! · 
I' 
\ 
, 
. ' ' 
J courts . ' , ' . , -
t;iIiIiP 8U I, 0 ::::: JiAl'sf III' r~~~ . 'C _' ----
· 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name of ~uild.ing· 
0'£ ·bdg~ date and'its Location 
. 
159 1615 The Moot Hall (Briggate) 
I I 
. 
II 1S10 
. 1619s I The Market- Cross I (Briggate) . 
. . 
LS11 16245 Leeds Grammar School 
, . (North Town End) 
. 
. 
I TJS12 1631 , 1634- St. John's Church· 
· 
(New Briggate) 
· 
. 
.' 
LS13 16.38s The Workhouse (Lady Lane) 
.. 
. 
. 
LS14 <:.1643 pre Jenkinson's Almshouses 
. 1644 (Quebec) 
. 
LS15 ~.1653· pre Harrison·s Hospital 
. , 
. 1654- (St. John's Church· 
· . grounds) . . 
-
\ . 
. 
· 
· · . 
. 
. 
-. 
-
. 
-
\ 
• ,/ 
. Function· Siza Bdg. 
M.:.tl. 
Venue for teeds Corptn 243 sq~ yd. W 
courts, Quarter 2. storeys 
Sessions, public 
meetings -
Shelter for sale of 
. produce 
Classical education S 
. 
. 
. 
. cIE Accom. 1200 . S 
. , I 
Workhouse and home "Large" S 
for aged poor 
. Housing 16 impotent 8 cottages 
and aged persons in- • 
habi ting Leeds 
. 
Almshouses for 40 2 sets of S 
poor women . . almshouses . . 
. 
.' 
. 
; 
. 
. 
. 
. 
-
Source of iJCost of 
Finance Land 
£ 
Chari~y funds 
.. 
. 
Benefactor: . 
John Harrison 
Benefactor: 
John Harrison 
Benefaotor: 
John Harrison 
Donations .. 
. 
Benefaotor: 
J. Jenkinson 
. 
Benefactor: 
John Harrison 
. 
. 
. 
, 
-
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
.. 
i 
. 
-- . 
. 
. 
-
VI 
-J 
0'\ 
" 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building Funetion' 
SizB Bd8. Source of Cost of Cost of 
'of .bd8. date an~its Location . 
MatI. Finanee Land Building 
, 
, . 
LS16 , . pre The Prison . Short-stay· town gaol 
"Small" . 
. 1655 (Briggate, nr. Market . . 
Cross) . , 
. 
. 
1517 
. 1655s Reception or offenders The Prison "Small~t 
. (top ot· Kirkgate) within the borough I 
. 
-. 
. 
-
. . 
-. 
' . 
. . 
LS18 1672 . 25 Jliar Mill·Hill.Chapel Unitarian 
Accom. 700 Shares 15· 400 
. 1674 . {lall Hill} , . , 
: 
, 
, LS19 
, 
. 
. 1691 s , 
.' 
Call Lane Chapel' Dissenters Accom. 530 B 
E. 350 . 
I (Call Lane) , , 
.. . 
r..520 
S Leeds Grammar School Libr~ with school- 2 storeys ,S B enefac tor: 
# c~1691 
• 
~ , Library. (North Town End) room 'benea th . G. Lawson I 
. 
. I 
• 
s 
r..521 c.1695 Iveson's Almshouses 
- .3 houses Benefactor: 
. 
' , (nr. Workhouse) L. Iveson ,. . 
-. -~-
. 
. 
. , 
LS22' . 1698
5 The Town's ~arehouse . Public warehouse for . "Large!' 
(north bank of the Ai~e) r,eception of imported 
.' 
. 
. i '0 , good.s 
. 
. 
. 
. 
.' . 
.. 
. 
. iii" 
, 
1.: 7 . 
, , 
. 
LS23 . ~ 698 .' 1699
s Friends' Meeting House Quaker meetir~ house 
. 
. E. 350 v 
.. (t'ater Lalle) and school, 
, -
. , 
. 
. -.. 
, 
, i . , 
I . ,.-." C .1 , -J . : . .. .. . .. ' .... , 
I " 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name of Bui1ding,' ' Function' 
Siz:a Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of ·bdg!f date and: its Location 
. MatI. Finance L~d Building -£ 
" 
· 
LS24 
. 
C.P. 1705 The Charity School . Blue coat school for 
40 scho;Lars Donations 
(Lady Lane, formerly the poor children 
Workhouse) , . 
. 
LS25 12·.Aug 
. 
March The Moot Hall . Butchers' shops and 
243 sq. yd. S Corptn. funds 210 
1710 i 1711 (Briggate) court house for Leeds ~ storeys 
and. charity . 
Corptn., Leeds and W. funds 
. . R. Quarter Sessions, (P.U.C.) . 
- manorial courts 
, 
. 
. 
'L526 c.Aug . 29 May The White Cloth Hall . Market for unfinished 
2 storeys S or Shareholders: '1,000 
1710 1711 (off Kirkgate) cloth 
, B merchants and 
, 
J tradesmen . 
" . 
• . 
1.527 
. 
" pre The Almshouses 
2 houses 
1714- (Vicar Lane) 
. 
. 
. 
, . 
. 
. 
LS28 · The Tythe Barn Barn and venue of pre ' 
1715 (Kirkgate) 
. manorial courts 
-
· 
• 
. 
1529 Ibbetson's Almshouses' For poor men 
. Benefactor: . 
1715 
. 
E. 200 
(Call Lane) , 
Jas. Ibbetsor. 
· 
. . ' 
. 
. 
. 
• 
, • . 
. 
LS30 23 Au'g 27, Aug' Trinity Church 
C/E Accom. 1400 S 
Donations and 175 4,563 
, (Boar. Lane) 
. 
' . pew sales' 
\ 1721 1727. 
. t 
-, . 
. 
. I 
· 
. ""' 
. 
. 
. 
. 
-
' . 
-
t 
. 
.j 
-
.' . - ---
-
.. 
,-~----
' " 
. 
" 
, No. 
, 
start . Compln. Name of Building Function' 
. SiZ's Bdg • Source of Cost of Cost of 
'of .bdg. date an~ its Location 
-
MatI • Finance Lald Bui,1.ding 
. it.. 
. I · · LS}1 · The Old Assembly Rpoms . . . . .. . · 'Pre -. 1726 ' (Kirkga te) . . . . - I . 
. . 
LS32 . 1,726 The Prison " 
Short-stay gaol. 5 or 6 cells Parish funds? 
(Kirkgate) . . . 
, 
, . 
172'6 ' Chari ty School' . . 
. 
. 
.I .. S33 C.P. 
Blue coat school for 120 scholars Donations 
· ' 
(chapel in St. John's poor boys and girls (in 1806) , 
. churchyard) 
, 
. 
. I 
. 
. 
1334- · 
Housing poor' and Accom. 100 S or B Poor rate and 
· C.P~ .. June The Workhouse 
1726 (Lady Lane) infirm 
2 storeys charity funds 
I.. (P.U.c. ) . 
. 
.. 
· 
,1736s Potter's Almshouses For'10 widows of 
Ten 2-roomec Benefactress: 250 • 482 
· 
(Wade Lane) deceased trades~en tenements 
. Mary potter 
. 
'. 
April 1740 Workhouse - extension 
Workroom, infirmary, ,90 sq. yd. B • Poor rate 
1740 . (Lady Lane) . 
. grainer,y, brewhouse, 2 storeys 
-
-
wash house,' coalhouse . 
I 
" 
.' 
' , 
· 
, . 
, 
, I 
, 
I . 1750 1751 The Methodist ChaneL, ' ' 
E. 300 
J 
(loea tion un.1.rnown) , , 
. , 
. 
. 
., 
. ' 
~ 
. 
. " 
. 
. 
. , 
, , 
· . 
. . 
· 1754s 
" 
• : ." 
Old White Cha)el Calvinist Independent 
E. 1,000 
(HunsletLane ' 
\" 
. 
-
-, 
, . 
, , . , 
,J 
, ' ' 
, 
' . 
, 
j 
. 
. 
' , 
- - -----
, ---'- I 
I 
I 
I 
\ 
I 
, 
." I . . . No. start Compln. Name of Building. . Funotion' Siz:o Bdg. Souroe' of Cost of Cost of I of ·bdg~ , date an~its Looation • lb.tl. . Fi.~oe Land Building .£ £. 
1839 
. 1755s Methodist Chapel·. • 
. . 
' , 
E. 300, 
· . (nr. The Calls) , -
. 
. 
LS40 . 1755 Oct Trinity Church - galler,y 
Additional seating 
• 1755 .. added 
. 
. 
. 
I . 
. , 
. 
. 
LS41 . 1755 . 1756 ,The White Cloth Hall' . 
Market for tL~inished 700 sq. yd. S or E Shareholders: 80 E. 2,500 
(Meadow Lane) cloth 
- 3 storeys clothiers 
· 
: 
l 
. 
, 1758s 
1 
1542 post. The Mixed Cloth Hall. 
Market for coloured or 1770 stalls B S.ale of 
5,300 . 
Nov (Quebec) finished cloth; venue 
8382. sq. stalls t9 
1755 
for public meetings . yd. clothiers 
-
' . . 
• . 
~S43 . c.p ... 1767 Leeds General Intirmar,y 
Hospital treating in-
(Kirkgate) r patients , . 
· 
L844- C.p •. 1768 The Circulating Libr~ Subscription Libra~ 
. "Small" , B . . 
. (under Rotation Office, , 
" 
-
" 
-
, . 
· 
Kirkgate by 1806) 
. 
• 
J 
. 
· . . 
, 10 Oct 5 March Leeds General Ir..rirm~ Hospital treating in~ 27 beds 
B£S Donations Leased 4,599 
1545 
'1768 . 1771 patients 
6.50 sq. yd. 
. 
. 
. 
• 
, 
. E. 500 
, 
i
l 
LSl,.6 17695 Woodhouse Chape~ Methodist Old' 
. ' 
- -
l • 
. 
(Woodhouse) Connexion 
· 
. 
I .
. 
/ 
. 
-
, 
-
. 
.. " " 
, 
, 
. 
, 
. 
-
, 
• I 
( ; 
. . 
No. Start Compln. Name 0'£ Building. . Function' 
Siz:o Bae. Source' of Cost of Cost of' 
of ·bdg~ date an~ its Location 
. M~tl. Finance L~d. Bui~ding 
, 
. 
0" 
· 
.~ 
1771 s 
• 
. 
The Old Methodist· Cha)el' 
.. E. 1 ,oob . 
LS47 · " 
"Large~1 B Donations 
(Low St., St. Peter's. . . 
. 
LS48 1771s. The Theatre 
Playhouse/theatre "Small" and B 
E.1,OOO 
· (Hunslet Lane) "barn..;.like" 
. 
. 
-
. 
. 
, . 
, 
. 
. 
C.P. ~ Everyday business of L549 1775 The Rotation Office 
Corptn. Leased 
(Call Lane) borough magistrates 
funds? 
. 
. 
· 
. 
. 
LS,O c.April Sept The White Cloth Hall Market for unfinished 
6930 sq. yd. B D'onations: 300 4,000 
~ 1775 1776 (The Calls)" cloth 
1210 'stands . cloth 
- merchants 
-
. . . 
• 
I 
, 
. 
. 
1351 1775 .' 1777 The Assembly Rooms 
Ballroom, card rooms, B Shares 
2,500 
(over north side of new etc., for upper and 
~ 
. 
., White Cloth Hall) middle classes 
. 
. 
· 
. 
. 
1-352 · 1776
5 The Market Cross Shelter for sale of "Large" 
Chari ty funds . - 50+ 
. (Cross Parish., Briggate) dairy produce 
(P.U.C.) and (E. 150) 
• 
· . 
donations 
. 
. 
· 
L553 
. 17805 Master' 5 Hous e for the House for headmaster 
School trust E. 300 
. 
- , 
. 
Grammar School and accom. for 
- . 
funds . . 
· . 
-. boarders· 
. 
. 
. ' 
. , 
. 
-, 
-
\ . .. I -
. E. 500 
· 
LS54-
. 1781 s· The Stone Chapel . Baptist 
. S 
· 
-
, . (Low St., St~ Peter's) 
~> .~ 
. 
. 
~ 
·1 ~- . 
, 
. 
, . 
I . 
, 
_ ..• __ .•. _._-----

"'\ f " 
· 
.' 
Iro. Start Compln. Name of: ~ui1ding 
, ' Function' Siza Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost. of 
of ·bdg~ date ancI its Location: 
M2.tl. Fi.1'laXlce . La-Ed Builpng, 
1863 
. Leeds Inf'irmary .. ~. attic 
. 
post 1792 . 
• 
. 20 extra B Donations· 
'. 
. 
-
June storey added to.·central 
.beds · 
.. 
1792 sp.ction ofbuildtng 
. , 
, . 
1864- post Mixed Cloth Hall -
. , 
B&:S 
Jli1y; extension,.to the south 
. 
179.3 . part 
. 
. 
. 
, 
-
.. 
. . .. 
LS65 C.P. 1793 New SUbSCri)tion Librar,y For seceders from the 
100 members 
. 
(Albion St. Leeds Library 
. 
. 
/ 
. 
. 
I r,s66 1794.s 
. 
Zion Chapel (later calle< Offered servi'ce pre-· Accom.1ooo 
Lady Betty E. 5,000 
· 
St. James' Church) . ferred. by Countess of 
Hastings' 
· 
(York St., off Kirkgate) Hun~ingdo~; later c/E Charity'? -
. 
.' 
, 
11367 12 Apr' Roman Catholic Chapel 
"Neat" 'B 
. E. 500 
1794. . 
. 
(Lady Lane) . . 
. 
-
· 
.. 
.. , 
. 
. 
LS68 . pre Bethel Chapel 
Methodist followers B 
1796 (st. George's'St.) of Mr. Thoresby 
. 
. 
. 
. . 
. 
. 
Magistrates'office, 
Ls69 C.P. . . April 
The Rotation Office and 
B' . 
. , 1796 Circulating Library library &: 2 .dwellings 
. 
· (Kirkgate) . for Chief Constable. 
. 
. 
· 
&: Librarian 
. 
\ . 
. . 
· 
. 
.
. 
. 
· 
-. 
-
· " 
.- , 
. 
- ---
< ~ 
No. start , COltpln. Name of' Building 
Funotion' - SiZ's Bdg. Souroe' of Cost of 
Cost of 
'of .bag. dat9 ancr its Looa.tion: 
., Matl. Finance LaEd Building £ 
, , . 
, 
L570 . . 25 Sept The Albion Chapel c/E when O?ened; 
B E. 1,000' . 
· 
1796 (Albion St.) . ' . Independent from 1802 
. . 
. , 
/ ~ 
LS71 C.P., 1799 The Sohool of Industry Girls taught reading, 
Accom. 25 Donations & 
(Beezon's Yd., Briggate) knitting & sewing from pupils fees 
, / age of 9 ~o 13 yrs. 
I 
I . 
. 
. 
. 
. 
'm72 0.1799 . Fre The. Riding School Training the gentle-
700 sq. yd. 
. 1800 (York Road.) . men oa,valry , . . . . .. 
, 
. 
. 
LS73 · C.P." 
. The Post Office pre 
1800 (Boar Lane) 
.. 
-
-
. 
. 
LS74 3.0 April 1802 Albion Street Methodist 
"Large" • E.5,000 
• 
· 1801 Chapel (Albion St.) 
, 
, 
, . 
LS75 C.p.? July The School of Indust~ 50 ohildren taught 
.Accom. 25. Donations & -
. 1802 .(Burley Bar) . . sewing, knitting and pupils 
subns • -
reading , • 
.. 
· 
, 
LS76 .1802 .. Sept The House of Recovery .. p;ospital for infec-
"Substantia" . Donations & Leased 2,500 
: 1804 (Vicar Lane)' 
subns •.. 
. 
-
tious diseases· 
. 
. 
. ' . 
... 
. 
. . 
; , 
. . 
· -
-
IS 77 · C.P •. 1800-6 The Post Office' -
A house , 
(Call tane/Duncan St.) 
, 
. -
. 
-
.. . 
, 
-. 
-, -
I I 
.. 
I : .. I . -l- . 

No. 
LS85 
LS86 
LS87 
LS88 
Start 
·of ,bdg. 
2 Se"tlt 
1811· 
.' 
8 !I'.ay·, 
1812 ., 
: i'-
.' 
I· 
. . I 
1 IS89 I"'": 
\ .. . . 
11 
~-
- .. 
Compln. 
date 
1810S 
4 Oct 
1813 
(1815) , 
July 
1812 
7 Feb 
1813 
1815s 
Name of Building 
an~ its Loc~tion 
The Mixed Cloth Hall -
·enlarged (north side of 
hall)·. 
The Court House and 
Prison (Park Row) 
Royal Lancasterian Free 
School (Alfred St.) 
The National School 
(Kirkgate) . 
The Chari~ School 
(Harrison' s Hospi tSJ. 
Grounds) . 
" 
Function· 
Additional storey for 
sale of unqyed ladies' 
cloths 
Venue for W.R. &'.Boro. 
Quarter Sessi~ns and 
meetings of: Corptn., 
Improvement Commission 
Watch Cmtee, Turnpike 
Corons,. etc. Court 
room, magistrates' 
offices, prison,and 
cellar f'or fire 
engines 
B~s taught 3 R's 
School for 320 poor 
·boys & 180 poor girls; 
teaching on Madras 
System 
Training girls for . 
domestic service 
Size 
Aceom. 50 
pupils 
375 sq. yd. 
2' storeys 
·80 pupils 
Edg. 
MatI. 
S&B 
B 
• 
• 
Source· of 
Finance 
Local and 
county.rates 
Donations &: 
subns. 
Charity 
School funds 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
. Building 
£ 
10,000+1 
• 2,100
1 
1 ,20aq ·· 
1,000+ 
~ 
II I J I I HI 
,,.. ...... , __ .... ,------- ::::: ~~ ====0 
I 
'" 
}fo. Start Compln. Nawe of Bui1ding. ' Function' Siz:e Bdg. 
Source' of Cost of Cost of 
o'! ''bdg~ date and' its Location 
. Mat1. ' Finance Land Building 
£ £ 
-
. 
. 
I I.S90 Harrison's Hospital -' 
' , .. . 12 ho~ses Benefactor:. E. 600' 
post pre, Almshouses for 24 . 
1790 1817 additional houses people 
,Arthur Ikin 
(St. ,John's Church yard) 
.' 
, 
, 
" 
I.S91 • 27 June Wesley Chapel Wesleyan Methodist , 
B 
. E. 2,000 
. 
1816 (Meadow Lane) I 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
· 
, 
, . 
, 
1392 pr.e .... The Exchange ' Transacting business 
. 18t7 (adj. Mixed Cloth Hall)" of Hall's trustees 
. 
-/t7b . . 
. 
.. 
. 
-
. 
· 
1593 c.? " The Girls' 'Free School Girls taught to sew, 
173 pupils Donations & pre 
. 1817 (Assembly Court) read arId write subns • 
. 
· 
" 
L594 • C.P.1-· pre School of Industr,y 
Evening school; girls Accom. 30 
1817 (Clarkson's Yard) ta.ught sewing, readin~ pupils 
and knitting 
. 
-
. 
· . 
. . 
. 
. 
L595 .C.P. pre Bal"'..k: Chapel ' . Independent Dissenter 
"Large room' -. 
1817 (nr. Richmon<l: Hill) 
. 
I 
. • 
· ' 
. 
, 
, . 
, 
" 
..... 
1S96 -'C.P.? southc~ttarian Chapel 
Accom. 186 
pre 
· 1817 (St. George's St.), 
. 
. . . 
. 
. 
. , . 
. 
· 
, 
, ' 
. 
. 
. , . , 
" . 
\ . , . 
, , 
. 
. 
-
. 
. . 
. . . 
· 
. 
J . 
. 
~ 
. 
, 
~-
. .. .. 
..• 
No. 
W97 
LS98 . 
.LS99 
Start 
of .bag. 
c.P. ? 
C.P.? 
L3100 I . c.P. f 
~101 j 5 Uay 
. 1819 
IS 1 021 e .1819 
.. 
LSi 031 . 1819 
; ~ .... '. " . 
'-.. ~ .# ~.:~ • 
.... . . 
LSi 041 . ~ July: 
.1819 
r 
; I 
Compln. 
date 
pre 
1817 
pre 
1817 
Name of Building 
and' its Loca.tion 
Antinomian Chapel 
(York St.) '. . 
Inghamite Chapel 
(Duke St.) 
pre. The Taberl'l.aele 
1817 (Timble Bridge or 
Kemplay's Yd., Kirkgate) 
1818 
.1820 
1820 
March 
1822 
. I 
The Vagrancy Office 
(Vicar Lane) 
The Public Baths 
(Wellington Road). 
The Tempora~ Barracks 
The Horse Barracks 
(Buslingthorpe) 
The Philosophical Hall 
(Park Row.)' .. 
Function-
Philadelpnian 
Universalists 
Followers of Mr.' 
Ine}1am 
.; 
Swedenborgian chapel 
Housed vagrants over-
night 
Various ~es of 
baths 
Accom. for cavalry 
.H.Q. of regiment of 
cavalry - quarters, 
~tables, hospital and 
riding school 
Premises of Leeds 
Philoso:phical and. . 
Litera~.Socie~ 
SiZ'B 
Accom. 200 
. Site 11 
acres 
Site 855 sq 
yd. 
·2 storeys 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
Source of 
Finanoe 
Poor rate 
B & S I £100 shares 
• 
s 
•. Corptn. funds 
ParI. funds 
£100 pro-
Fietary 
shares 
Cost of 
Land 
,. 
3, 
825-
Cost of 
Building 
.or. 
7,oooq 
823Q' 
24,oooQ 
6,150 
'VI 
0> 
0> 
, . I ':: ~..J=~. -~-
No. 
LSi 05 
LSi 06' 
Start 
of' bdg. 
. C.P.? 
I. 
Compln. 
date 
1821 5 
1821 
LSi 07 I C.,P·:·1·1822 
L5108 f 
. I ,1822
3 
~:t09 , 1823~ 
. 
LB1101 29.ran Oct . 
" .. 1823 1826 
15111 ~ 29 Jan ·1826 
'1823 ' 
15; 12 b 3 A pri.l 1826 . 
1823 
L F. _ , -, 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
Function' 
, 
f '" 
Music Hall - addition of I To increasoe light . 
Lanterns (Albion St.) 
Guardian Society and 
General Penitentiar,y 
(St. Jame~' Square) . 
I The Eye Dispensar,y 
(St. Peter's Square) 
Primi ti ve I~ethodist 
Chapel (York St.) 
The Grammar School -
enlarged (North Town End) 
Asylum for prostitutes 
Gratuitous relief of 
eye diseases 
Siz-s 
" Commodious" 
Accom. 100 I boys 
. 
St. !';arJ's Church C/E '.' I Accom. 1207 I 
(Qu:trI"J Hill) 
Bdg. 
Matl. 
Source' of 
Finance· 
I School' trust 
. funds 
S I ParI. grant 
Christ Church I C/E ··1 Accom. 13291· ; I ParI. grant 
(MeadoW' Lane) . 
St. Mark's Church ·1 ClEo '1 Acc~m. 1200 I S I ParI. grant 
. (Vloodhouse) I ' 
- I 
, . ._~.L I = ..... _ liI:i~f W'* '-';' __ ~""-"'- .,~.".-.:.;- ... ~...... , .... ~~ 
Cost of 
Lald 
Cost of 
BuilfWg .. ' 
9,637 
~ 
ro 
~ 
:.::.;;:'1 
'" 
No. Start . Compln. ' Name of BuildL"lg 
, ' Function' Siz-.e Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
·o:f_.bdg. date and'its Location 
. 
Ma.tl. Firulnce Land Building £ £. 
· 
. 
1$113 17' June Aug The Bazaar and Shambles Meat shamlUes, fish 60 shops, 
S&B Partnership c.6,000 E.12,OOO 
-
1823 , 1825 (between B)iggate'and market, shops and 1000 sq. yd Vicar Lane . bazaar 2 storeys . 
LS114 23 Oct Dec The South Market General retail market, 49 shops 
B&S £50 shares 6,600 15,400 
1823 I 1824- (batween Hur.slet Lane partially covered: 88 stalls 
. 
. 
. 
,md Meadow Lane) . shops, stalls" 9 slaughter 
. 
slaughterhouses and houses 
· 
dwellings 18 dwelling~ 
-
. 
-
-
13115 11 Dec '27 April Queen St. Chapel . Independent ~hapel Accom. 1200 B 
E. 5,000 
. 1823.'- 1825 (Queen St.) 
I 
, 
' . 
. '. 
. 
- 1S116 26 April 9 Sept Brunswick Chapel Me~hodist chapel Accom. 2417 
S' e.7,OOO I 
,1824 ,1825 (Brunswick St.) . 
. 
. 
" ~ . 
. 
LS117 C.P.' June The Lying-in-Hospital Maternity hospital for 
. 
• 
1824 (S~. Peter's Square) poor married women - ,-, 
. ' 
. 
. 
. 
-
15118 
. ,
• 
C.P. 1 Oct The Dispensary ,Medical treatment for 
Subscriptions 
1824- (Th~ House of Recovery,' outpatients & ,donations 
, ".:, 
. Vicar Lane) . . I . ,-
. 
. 
. 
-
. 
I ',' , . . . ' ~-.... ~,;- . . ' Cove~ed general retail , ,24,800 i ~6 l:ov' 6 Oct The ~er.tral Uarket ' 67 shops S , £50 shares 
;,200 
r~~19 56 stalls 
. 
. 1 f324 " 1827 (Duncan St.) - market: bazaar, shops, 
" 
offices & a hotel 2 storeys, 
I . -' .' . " .. . 
( 
· I ,,' 
. 
. 
' , 
I . . .. 
,I 
, 
\ 
: 
-' 
-, ' . . ... 
._- -
-
' .. 
.. 
"" 
r No. 
. 
. -. 
Start Compln. Name o'f ~uilding Function-
. Siza Bag. Source- ot Cost of Cost of . 
of' bdg. date anlf its Loca.tion . 
- . l.1 .. tl. Fin:l.nee Land Building 
. 
. . 
. 
. . 
. 
. . 
· 
.LS120 C.P.' 1824- The Pos t Office .. • 
. 
(Mill.Hill) . 
. 
· 
• 
LS121- . 1@24 1824- The Grandstand Boaraea, unpainted 
Accom.· 1000 W . 
(Haigh Pk. Races~ 3 
. 
· 
race stand 
. mi2es s. Qf Leeds) 
, 
. 
'. 
. 
. 
. 
. -
-
· LS122 23 Feb 25 Oct Baptist Chapel 
Accom. 800 S&B . E. 1,000: 
. 
1825· 1826 (South Pa.rade) . .' 
. 
. 
. 
1S123 ·7 Yar .1826 Female Revivalist Chapel Female revivalists 
"Small" . 
E. 500 
-
.'1825 . (Regent St.) · 
.. 
. 
. 
!:S12J~ c.p.? 15 Uay Zion Chapel Nevi Connexion 
.. 
· 
1825 (Zion St., Bank) Uethodist . • 
. 
.. , 
· 
E. 500 
L5125 1825. 0.1826 New'Jerusalem Chapel Swedenborgian 
• 
. (Byron St.) _ . -' 
. 
,. ~ 
- _ .. 
.. 
· • 
, 
LS126 c.P.? pz:e Zoar Chapel '- Particular Baptist 
· 
'1826 (George's Court, George 
. 
St.1 . - . -. 
. . 
· 
. . 
. 
. -
, 13127 C.P.?~ pre -- The New Subscription Subscription library 
. 
• 
'1826 • Lib~ary (Park Row) lin ted to 1 00 members ~ 
, · 
· 
~ 
. 
. . 
. ! . . 
-
\ .. . . . . .. -
\ 
. . 
I ' . 
~"........------ ~.-,- ... ...,.,.,.... . ____ "., ,.,.._-.r, ... ,., ..... ,."" 
1 
-
.. 
f ", ,." . 
,-
i1 
. 
I' 
No. St:;.rt Co!:pln. Race, of Building 
Function Sirs ' BdZ. Source of ' 
Cost of Cost of ' ~ 
of bdg. date an5its Loc~tion 
Matl. Finance " L3.nd Building 
II 
£ '£ . 
" " I .' ! LS128 C.P.? pre Rehoboth Chapel . Methodist· 
I 1826 (Spitalfields, Bank) ~ 
. 
. 
. -
t 
I 
-I: 
" II L3129 C.P.? pre .Independent Methodist 
. 
1826 ' Chapel (Harper st.) 
, . 
' .-
I 
I LS130 Prinii ti ve Methodist · C.P.? pre Bethesda Chapel ' 
! 1826 (Hill's Yard, Meadow ' 
. 
I 
I Lane) " 
-
-
1£50 share s , 6,000 28;000 
LS131 18 May 12 Oct The Commercial Buildings 
Uerchants' exchange, S 
1826 . J829 (Boar Lane) newsroo~, .dining room, concert roo~dining .--
. .1 
roOl:l, hotel, offices 
, 
I 
. 1828 Tr.e Corn Exchange Corn excr.anze, ware-
S £50 'shares Leased 12,500 
LS132 31 l.!ay 
1826 (Top of Briggate) houses, shops, office~ hotel and tavern 
--. 
· 
LS1331 1826 .' 1827 ' The Philosophical Hall -
1,300 
I extension 
" 
L5134 1826 1827 The Free Uarket 
Open air market for 9,758 sq. yd. Local rate 
8 OOO~ , 
. ' (Xirkgate) , agricultural products 
(E. 2,000) 
" 
" 
. 
- . ; 
. 
0" 
LS135 C.p. 1826 Calvert's ~useum 
Natural histo;y 
E:1tr~preneur: 
, (Briggate ) 
. John Calvert 
-
. 
museum · 
-
-
.. 
" 
" 
, . 
' . 
" 
I 
C "" , 
· 
. 
No. Start Compln. Name or Building, 
" Function' Siza 
,-
Bdg. Source- of Cost of Cost of 
of ·bd.g~ date and' its Loca tioD 
. M~tl. Finance Land Building 
£ £ 
LS136 ' ~ Oct Calvert's Museum 
Natural hi'S tory "Spacious" 
E. 1,000 - , 
1827 (Commercial St.) , museum 15,000 , specimens 
. 
, 
.. 
LS137 C.P. ',Nov The Dispensary 
~edical treatment for ' ' Subns. and 
1,625 
, 1828 (North St'l,) outpatients' 
dor-a. tions , 
I 
. 
. 
. 
. 
· 15138 C.P.?· 19 April Wesleyan Protestant 
' . 
1829 Methodist Chapel , (Caroline St., West St.) 
, 
. , 
. 
, 
, 
' ' 
Leadenhall Who1esale L5139 . pre/, 
Underground market 
I 
, 1B31 Carcase Market (Vicar 'where ani~als killed 
, 
• /1 U·' Lane) and dressed for retail · butchers 
. 
.' 
. 
0 ' -
2,5001 
L5140 1 Mar' 12 July St. Patrick's Chapel 
Roman Catholic 
1831 ' 1832 (York Road) 
. 
-, 
. 
• 
. 
-
, 
. 
LS141 C.P. ' . 1832 The Cholera Hospital 
Temporary hospital for A house 
. 
(St. Peter's Square) cholera cases . 
. 
. -
. . 
. 
. 
· 
: 
1832s Woodhouse School - -
' , Accom. 40 S Subns. and E., 1,000 
LS142 . , 
. . . 
. rebuildi~ 
, National .- -
· 
School Societlr \. 
. 
. 
' , 
\ . 
gr2l1t 
--
\. 
\. 
. , 
. . 
- -
· 
. 
. . 
. 
. 
. 
I . 
. 
, 
" 
.-
f ; 
. 
· 
No. Start Co.npln. Name o-r Building Function' 
. Siz:a Bdg. Source of Cost of Cost of 
of' bdg. date a.'"l(il its Location 
Ma.tl. Finance La.nd Building 
. 
'.r. ~ 
, 
. 
· LS143 • 1833 Bethesda Chapel .' \~ethod.ist New 
. E. 1,000' . 
. '
. (Well~ngton Street) Connexion • 
. 
. , 
15144' 
. .E. 2,000 
March 1834- Waterloo Swimming Bath Swimming bath 
.' Shares 
1~~3 . (Leeds and Liverpool 
I. car.al basin) . .. 
. . 
. . , 
.' 
. 
· LS145 19 Feb 10 Oct st. Peter's Chapel Wesleyan Methodist 
Accom. 2500 B . E. 6,000. 
-. 
183J~ . 1834- (St. Peter's st.) . . 
. . 
. 
LS1J+6 April Dec The Court House- AdditiorAl rooms 
County rate . 1,009 
1834 ~ 1831+- enlargement (Park Row) 
- . 
, . 
.-
. .' 
. 
LS147 C..-P.? 1625"" Leeds Infants School 
· 35 Society School (nr. 
· 
. . 
South Market) J I 
. 
; . • 
· 
LS1h8 23 July' Leeds General Cemetery . Buildings for private 
. S' Shares 4,000 - 7,000 
· 
, 1835 Chapel and Buildings cemetery 
'. 
(adj.. Woodhouse Moor) 
• 
. 
I . . . 
.  
· 
.. 
. 
LS1h9 Ms.y :. 6 Jan Belgrave Chapel ~ndependent 
Accom. 1800 B ·E. 5,000 
1835 . 1836 . (Belgrave Street) . 
. 
. . 
· 
, . : 
· 
. 
. 
. 
. 
L5150 . . 1835 
Oxford Place Chapel. Wesleyan ACCOID4.3500 B. 
. E. 6,000 ~ 
(Oxford.Place) . 
.j 
. 
-
. '. 
. ' . 
: 
. 
. 
--' 
.-
No. 
LS151 
LS152' 
~tart ., Co::rpln. 
of ,bag. da.te 
18365 
18365 
Name of Buila.ing 
an~ its Location 
Baptist Chapel 
Low Road, Hunslet)" 
South Parade Baptist 
Chapel - enlargement 
LSiS3 1836 St. Mary's Church '-s 'I 
, Gallery added (Quarry 
LSi54 1836s ' 
" 
LSi55 ,1836S 
LS156 1836s 
" 
LS157 I 'C~P.?, ,I 18365 
'':t'' I· 
'~." I 
.,< 
I' ~~153 II ~6 Dec' '. . 1S36 J' Nov 1838 
Hill) 
Chris t Church - Gallery 
added (Meadow Lane) 
St. Mark's Church -
Gallery added (Woodhouse) 
Leeds Infants School 
Society Schcol (Park,St.) 
Public School on Infant 
System (Sp,italfields), 
St., George's'Church 
(~ount Pleasant) " 
~ 
Function' 
• 
c/E 
Siza 
Accom. 700 
Accom. for 
600 added 
Accom. for 
800 added 
Accom~ for 
650 added 
. 
Accom. for 
300 added. 
Accom. 1500 
1075 sq. yd 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
• 
Sourca of I Cost of 
Finance Land 
£, 
Donations 
\~'I I .~ I I I ! 
~.---:~ 
Cost of 
Building 
£, 
1,OOO~' 
1,700 
E. 800 
e;5,960 
~ 
: 
• 
. '" 
. 
· 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building Function" . Si~ 
Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of' bdg. c.ate and'its Looa.tion . Matl. 
. F1.1'laIlce LaId Building £; 
. 
· 
. 
L5159 C.P.? pre Methodist Associationist • 
. "Small n' . 
, 1837 . Chapel (old Rotation 
. / 
. 
.' 
. Offic.e Yard) 
, I . . , 
. ,- . I 
. 
· , 
LS1pO 
· 
1837s Independent Chapel 
E. 2,000 
. • (~~rshall ,St~ep.t) . 
I. t 
, 
. 
· , 
· 1837s LS161 The Tabernacle Methodist Association 
4- E. 1,000,. 
. 
, (Meadow I.ane) chapel 
. 
, 
· 
• 
. . 
. 
LS162 . .1837 Court House - altered 
-
. 
, 
and repaired . 
· 
, 
. 
-
. 
LS163 8·Aug 1838· St. Ann's Church Roman Catholic Accom. 1000 
E. 5,000 
~ 1837 ' (Park Terrace) 
. 
. 
• 
. 
" LS164 post·; c.1838 Jenkinson's Almshouses 9 almshouses 9 tenements 
E. 1,000 \ 
• 
. 1837 . (St. ~arkts Road, s1 te '526 sq. 
. -
Woodhouse) . . yd • 
-
, 1 storey • 
. 
· 
, . 
I , 
i 
LS165 s 
, 
. E. 1,000 
· 
c.1838 Association Methodist . , . Chapel (Lady Lane) . . . , 
, 
, 
. 
" 
. 
. 
. 
I.S166 ~ 1838 . Sept St. Peter's Church - Leeds Parish Church Accom •. 3800 
S Donations & 
- 29,770 ~ 
1841 rebuilt (Kirkgate) 1700 sq. yd. 
ParI. grant 
. 
. . 
. , 
" , 
. 
. 
f '" 
· 
Wo. Start Compln. Name of Building. ' Function' 
Siz-a Bae. SoU!"ce' of Cost of Cost of 
of -bag,. _ date and' its Location 
. M~tl. Finance Land Building 
.£ £ 
I .. . 
LS167 I 3 Sept 6 Jan East Parade Chapel Independent . S 
E. 5,000. I 1839 184.1 (East Far..1de) " . ~ . 
~ 
LS16S1 8 July Zoological and Botanical 
Shares E. !?,OOO' 
• 
1840 Gardens Buildings, 
. f (Readingley) 
I 
. . . 
. 
. . 
L5169 
. 
· 1841 s St. Luke's Church Principally for' Accom. 500 
E •. 3,OCO 
(North St.) soldiers at the 
Barracks 
. . 
. 
. 
-
. 
1S170 . pre Spa. Well Spring Baths Tepid and w~ baths, 
. 1842 (~eadow Lane) . 
· · 
I 
I 
. 
1S171 C.P.? .' - . .1 pre, Wesleyan Methodist 
1843 Chapel (Russell Street) 
. I 
.. 
. ~ 
. 
· f Associa:tionist l.!ethodist, 18172 C.P.? pre . 
-
. 184.3 Chapel (St. Peter's St.) . ~ 
. 
. . . 
. 
LS173 1826- Harrison's Hospital ~ " 
8 tenements 
. 45 additional almshouses . 
· 
. (Harrison St.) . . 
. 
, 
. 
. 
. 
. 
· 
. 
. 
. 
. .. 
' . 
. 
\ . 
~ f.., 
. 
. 
· 
. 
· 
. 
. . 
, 
· ". . , , 
-
.. 
. 
. 
I . 
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Sources for IJeeds Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Ducatus 
End. Char. L9. 
L.C.D. 
LC/Qf3 
LC/l·1 
LO/M 
Ralph Thoresby, Ducatus l.eodiensis (1715). 
- Reports of Comruissio~er3 for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the City of Leeds 
(House of Commons Ord.er Papers 1898, No. 45). 
- Leeds Corporation Deeas. 
- Leeds Quarter Sessions, Order and Indictment Books, 
1698-1809. 
- Leeds Corporation Court Books, 1662-1835. 
- rdnute and Order Books of the Vestry Workhouse Committee 
of Leeds Township, 1726-1824~ 
LS1 Leeds 1817 D. 1'. 24. 
LS2 Information from Prcfesso~ M. W. "Beresford. 
L83' E. Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical, Literary, Commercial!. 
ru;d .l'l~scellane.c.u~ ::J~.sto0i Cof Leeds. ~ ••• and the Nar::lfactu!'in~ 
Dl.!J"trl.cts of ~or.Ksr.l.re Leeds, 1834), (hereafter lilstor,!) I, 
L84 
. L85 
L86 
LS1 
L8S 
1'p. 104-5. 
Lee(19 1811 D. 
P.R.O. DL5/1, 
Leeds 1817 D. 
liItd.. Char. Ls. 
D]/213/47. 
p. 22. 
fOe 104 • 
pp. 34-5; End. Char. 1s. 1'. 29. 
p. 29. 
:599 
L89 DB/197/1, :part 2, "A Table of \~riteings in the Old Church", 
and tiThe First Decree of Piou3 Uses, 1621"; D]/204/8, "Pious 
Uses Co~~ittee Estate Survey "Book, 1792-4"; LC/M1 passim; 
LC/QS. passim; Ducatus 1'. 15. 
L810 Ducatus p. 16. 
L811 Leeds 1811 D. p. 35; E. Parsons, History II, p. 83; ~ 
._Char. Ls. 1'1' •. 3', 52. 
L812 J. H. Leach, printer, A \1alk ThrouP'h :Leeds (Leeds, 1806)'t"p • 30; 
.'),eeds 1811 D. p. 24; E. llarsons, History I, p. 426; \-/. White, 
1853 D. p. 19. 
LS13 D]/197/1, part 2, "The Second Decree of Pious Uses, 1663"; 
Ducatus 1'1'. 57, 87-88. 
L814 Ducatus 1'. 4; 1eeds 1811 D. p. 34; End. Char. t~. p. 6. 
LS15 Leeds 1811 D. p. 34; End Char. Ls. p. 7. 
L816 
LS17 
LS18 
LS19 
Lucatus 1'. 16. 
Ducatus p. 4; Leeds 1817 D. p. 26; w. White, l§jlJh p. 11; 
W. L. Schroeder, Hill Bill Char,el 1674-192:4 (Leeds, 1925), . 
1'p. 25-6. 
Ducatus p. 79; Lee-ds 1843 D. ~. 11; T. Fenternan, An Historlcal 
~de to Leeds and its ~nvirona \Lecds, 1850), p. 71. 
LS20 End. Char. L9. p. 52. 
LS21 
LS22 
Duc~,tus p. 8S. 
Ibid. p. 80. 
. 
I 
LS23 
tS24 
LS25 
LS26 
LS27 
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J.l>itl. p. 101; E. Parsor~s, lTistory II, p. 74. 
Ducatus p. 248; End. Char. l,s. pp. 9, 85. 
Lc/r'2., fo. 69,5 June 1710; LC/QJ3. (1725-36), fos. 17, 1C2; 
DB/197/1, part 1, fos. 151-5; DE/197/1, part 2 "The li'irst 
Decree of Pious Uses, 1621"; DBj204/S; D. H. Atkinson, Ralnh , 
.:rhorcsby the To .. noerapher: His To'1l1 ;;!.nd Tim('>s (Leeds, 1881), 
II, pp. 31, 53. 
Ducatus pp. 249-50; E. Parsons, lUstor:! II, p. 209; D. H. 
Atkinson, ~. cit. II, pp. 31-2. 
Duoatus p. 37. 
LS28 Ibid. p. 38. 
LS29 Ibid. p. 576. 
LS30 Leeds 1817 D. p. 25; E. Parsons, History I, pp. 428-9. 
L531 
LS32 
LS33 
LS34 
LS35 
LS36 
LS31 
L538 
LS39 
LS40 
LS41 
LS42-
LS43 
Leeds Hercury: 20 Sept. 1726; Leeds 1817 D.' p. 38; .b.h 1 
July 1811. 
. . 
J. Cos sins , A Nm., and Exact l'lan of the TOvm of 1,eeds (c .1725) ; 
LC/OJ3. (1725-36), fo. 16, !i:arch 1726;J. Ryley, 'rhe Leeds Guide 
1806 (Leeds, 1806), p. 65; E. Pa~sons, Risto!! I, p. 136. 
- . 
J. H. Leach, op'. cit. pp.32-3; IJeeds 1817 D •• p. 36; .~ 
Char. Ls. p. 9. (' .. 
LC/QJ3. (1725-36), fo. 17, 2 Nar. 1826; LO/M1 18 Juno 1726; 
Leeds Parish vestry r'~inutes, 6 filar., 26 Hay 1726; DB/191/1, 
. part '1, fo. 320; Leeds }'1ercmry 28 Nov. 1738. 
l,eeds 1817 D. p. 34; Fond. Cha.r. 1,s..:., pp. 11~12, 83. 
Leeds Parish Vestry Hinutes, 22 Sept., 11 Oct. 1738: Lob11 
26 ¥~r. - June 1140. 
E. Parsons, Jlistory II, p. 47. 
Leeds 1817 D~ p. 26. 
E. Parsons, BJstoEX II, P. 41. 
1101. 18 l~., 28 Oct. 1155. 
~fuite Cloth Hall Papers, A4, F2, P51 L.C.A. FW211, Abstract 
of deeds, 3 April 1765; E. Pareons, History II, p. 209. 
DE/197/1, part 2, fo. 448, 24 trove 1155; Thors. Soc Ns. Box 
IV, 29; P. Barfoot and J. Uilkeo, 1790 D. p. 5,4; Leeds 1817 
lh p. 28; E. Parsons, gl~toEY II, pp •. 209-10. 
L.I. 9 June, 11 AU.g, 1767; w. White,.1Qi7..]:. p. 525; S. T. 
Ar~ing, The General Infirmn.r:r at JJee:ds l1963), I, p. 4. 
I.S44 J. H. Leach, on. ott. p.35; J. Ryley, OTl. oit. !l.66; 
E. Parsons, Histor,r II, p. 109. 
. \ 
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L845 DB 32/18, Lease, 29 8ept. 1770; l,eeds 1817 D. p. 31; S. T. 
Anning, on. cit. I, pp. 4, 7-11. 
L846 Leeds 1826 D. p. 253. 
LS47 Leeds 18171). p. 27;. ·E. Parsons, History II, p. 47. 
L848 Leeds _1817 D. p. 38; ~1. \-lhi te, 1837 D. p. 527. 
L849 b.h 14 f1ar. 1775; LC/QJ3 (1766-75), fo. 418, 10 July 1775. 
L850 White Cloth Ha.ll Papers, C. 3, 18a.; D. 2-4, 6, 7a; DB 197/1, 
part 2, fos. 514-5, 20 Dec. 1774; J.eeds 1£117 D.,. p. 29. 
L851 ~~ite Cloth Hall Papers, D. 7a, 9; keeds 1817 D. p. 38; 
E. Parsons, History I, p. 136. 
L852 DB/197/1, part 2, fo. 521, 26 Feb. 1776; J. H. Leach, Opt cit. 
p. 28; E. Baines, 1822 D. p.' 18. 
L553 E. Parsons, Blsto!y II, p. 86. 
L854 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 26; E. Parsons, History II; p. 38. 
LS55 E. Parsons, History II, p. 157; S. T. Anning, OPt cit. p. 12. 
L856 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 29; W. ~~ite, 1837 D. p. 521. 
. ' , 
• 
L857 E. Paraons, History II, p. 157; s. T. Anning, Opt cit. p. 12. 
LS58 Leeds 1817 D. p. 27; Leeds 1834 n. p. 11. 
\ 
LS59 Sun Assurance Policy 361/560711, dated 1789; Leeds 1817 D. 
p. 27; T. Fenteman, Opt cit. p. 68. 
LS60 J. H. Leach, on. cit. p. 49; Leeds 1017 ~ p. 26; T. Fenteman, 
Opt cit. p. 70. 
L861 
Ls62 
Leeds 1817 D. p. 25; E. Parsons, History I, p. 429; W. White, 
1837 D. p. 517; T. Fenteman, oPe cit. p. 58. 
Royal Exchange Insurance Policy 26/133484, dated 1793; L.I. 
13 Jan. 1794, 16 Dec. 1811; ~eeds 1009 D. appendix: PP.·~· 
15, 21; Leeds 1817 n; pp. 29, 33; E. ral':;;onD, History; II, 
p.211; \-1. ~lhite, 1837 D. p. 527; H. Culling'North, publisher, 
The Stran~er's Guide Throu~h Leed~ (Leeds, 1842), p. 20; J.' 
Mayhall, The Annals of Yorkshire ~Leeds, 1865), p. 177. 
LS63 ~ 18-June 1792; E. Parsons, llistory; II, pp. 157-8; S. T. 
Anning, OPe cit. p. 12. 
LS64 ~ 22 July 1793. 
LS65 Leeds 1899 D. appendix p. 13; Lf:eds 11317 Dt. p. 30. 
Ls66 ~. H. Leach, op. cit. PP. 46-7; . V~eds 1817 D. p. 25 • 
LS67 Leeds 181', D. p. 27; J. l1ayhall, .2Q. cit. p. 180. 
Ls68 Leeds 1811 D. p. 26; \'1. White, 1837 D., pp. 502-3. 
\ 
\ 
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1.569 Royal Exchange Insurance Policy 32/150688, dated 12 April 1796; 
J. H. Leach, Ope cit~ p. 35; J. Ryley, OP. cit. pp. 65-6. 
LS70 ~~s 1817 D. p. 26; J. Mayhall, on: cit. p. 186. 
LS71 J. Ryley, Ope cit. p. 53; Leeds 1817 D. p. 36. 
L572 Leeds 1800 D. p. 87; Leeds 1817 1). p. 38; L.I. 18 Nov.' 1823. 
L573 ~eeds 1800 D. p. 87. 
LS74 Leeds 1817 D. p. 27; E. Parsons, History II, p. 47. 
L575 Leeds 1817 D. p. 36. 
LS76 DB 197/2, fos. 57-8, 5 June 1805; Leed.s 1817 D. p. 31; E. 
Parsons, Histo~ II, p. 158. 
L577 Leeds 1817 D. p. 29. 
LS78 
L579 
LS80 
L581 
LS82 
L583 
J. Ryley, Ope cit. p. 
L.l. 16 Dec. 1805; Leeds 1809 D. appendix p. 14; Leeds 1817 
1k. p. 30. 
End. Char. Ls. pp. 6-7, 79. 
L.I. 14 Har. 1808, 2 Jan, 1809; 1,eeds 1899 D. appendix pp. 
~14; Leeds 1817 D. p. 30; F. 13eclcwi th, "The Beginnings' 
- of the-Leeds Library", Thors. Soc. Pubn~.~~I, (1941),145-65 • 
.-
Leeds l'iercury 15 Jan. 1831; E~ Parsons, History I, p~ 42Q. 
Leeds 1899 D. appendix p. 11. 
L584 Ibid. a?pendix p. 13; Leeds 1817 D. p. 30. 
L885 ~. Baines, 1822 D. p. 20. 
L586 L.I. 20 Feb. 1809; 29 April, 2 Sept. 1811; 4 Oct. 1813; 6 . 
LS87 
. LS88 
Nov. 1815. Leede 1811 D. pp. 22-3. 
~~eds 1817 D. p. 35; E. Parsons, History ~I,.pp. ~05-6; 
T. Fenteman, Ope cit. p. 98. 
Leeds 1817 D. p. 35; E. Parsons, History II, p. 106; W. White, 
1831 D..:., p. 521. 
L589 End. Char. Ls. pp. 9, 84; F. :Beckwith, "Thomas Taylor: Regency 
ArChitect", 'l'hors. Soc!...::'Pu.bns. - Nonograph I (1949), pp. 24-5. 
L890 Leeds 1817 D. p. 34; End. Char..:~ .p. 8. 
L891 Leeds' 1817 D. p. 27; E. Parsons, Ristor:! II, p. 41; T. Fen-
teman, Ope cit. p. 68. 
I 
L892 L~eds 1817 D~ p. 28~ 
L893 Ibid. p. 35. 
LS94 
LS95 
LS96 
LS97 
LS98 
LS99 
,LS100 
Ibid. p. 36. 
Ibid. p. 26. 
Ibid.~ p. 27; vi. ~lhi te, llil..1h p. 
p. 11. 
IJeeds 1817 D. p. 27. 
Ibid. p. 27; W. White, 18~~ D. p. 
Leeds 1817 D. p. 27; Leeds 1826 D. 
E. :Baines, 1822 D. p. 17. 
40:S 
519 ; W. v!hi te, 18~~ D. 
11. 
p. 253. 
LS101. ByelawG and Regulations of the ~blic Baths at Leens (Leeds, 
1826); E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 22; E. Farsons, llistoI;[ I, p. 152. 
LS102 Lc/M3, fo. 199, c. Oct. 1822. 
LS103 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 20; E. Parsons, History I, p. 152 • 
LS104 
LS105 
LS106 
LS107 
. 
Records of Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society: "Subscriptions 
and :Building Account Book", (1819-22); SOCiety minutes, ~1 
1'1ay 1822. E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 22; E. Parsons, History II 
p. 103; T. Fenteman, OPt cit. pp. 86-7; E. Kitson Clark, 
The History of 100 Years of Life of the Leeds Philosonhical 
and Literary Society (Leeds, 1924), pp. 20-3: 
~ 16 D3C. 1824. 
E. Parsons, History II, p. 159. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 27; L.I. 25 Har. 1824. 
LS108 Leeds 1834 D~ p. 404; W. White, 1837 D. p. 518. 
L5109 
L5110 
, 
L5111 
End. Char. Ls. ' pp. 3, 4, 35. 
L.I. 19 Oct. 1826; E. Parsons History I, p. 431; 11. H. Port, 
Six Hundred New Churches (1961), pp. 138-9. 
E. Parsons, History I, 1'1'. 430-1; M. H. Port, Ope cit. pp. 
138-9. ' 
LS112 E. Parsons, History I, p. 432; ·'·W. White, 1837 D. p. 518; 
M. H. Port, OPe cit. 1'P. 138-9. 
LS113 ~ 19 June 1823, 4 Aug. 1825; E. Parsons, HistoEY I, 1'p. 143-4; 
Leeds T·Iercury 14 I/;ay, 11 June 1836; 'il. \'/'hite, 1837 D. pp. 
509-10; K. Grady, "Profit, Property Interests, and Public 
Spirit: The Provision of Narkets and Conunercial Amenities in 
Leeds, 1822-9'~. Thors. Soc. Pubn::;. LIV, !iliscellany (1976),' 
165-95. . 
L5114 ·L.c.A. F\-l211a "South Narket Comm.ttee Order Book", esp. 18 
Oct. 1823. L.C.D. 12716, South }1a.rket Trust Deed, 6 Aug. 1830; 
bL. 19 June, 30 Oct. 1823; 16 Dec. 1824; Leeds '1826 D.. p. 
260; E. Farsons, Htsto,..y It PP. 146-1; w. White, 1837 D. . 
pp. 510-11; K. Grady, on. cit. pa.ssim. 
LS115 
LS116 
LS117 
L.I. 28 April 1825; 
OR. oit. p. 306. 
, 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 519; 
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J. Nayhail, 
bL. 7 July 1825; l.eeds 1826 D. 1>. 252; E. Parsons, History 
II, p. 41. 
Le~ds 1826 D. 1>. 256; W. White, 1837 D, p.526. 
LS118 E. Parsons, History II, p. 158; S.T. ~..ning. "The Leeds Public' 
Dispensary", Thors. Soc. Pubns. LIV, Miscellanl (1974), pp. 135-6. 
L8 119 L.C.D. 225: Central r'1arket Trust Deed, 12 Nov. 1827; l>1emorandum 
or an agreement regarding land purchase, 11 Nov. 1823. .b.b. 
2 Dec. 1824, 6 Sept., 25 Oct. '1827; E. Parsons, Hi.story I, 
pp. 145-6; K. Grady, ~. cit. passim. 
LS120 E. Parsons, History II, p. 258. 
LS121 Ibid. I, p. 167. 
LS122 ~ 19 Oct. 1826; E. Parsons, History II, p. 38; W. White, 
1837 D. p. 519; T. Fentcman, Ope cit. p. 70. 
L8123 
L8124 
L5125 
L8126 
L8121 
L5128 
L8129 
L8130 
w. Faraons and W. White, 1830 D. p. 201; E. Parsons, History 
II, 1>. 16. 
Leeds 1826 D. p.253. . 
Ibid. p. 253. 
Ibid. 1>. 253. 
Ibid. p. 259; E. Parsons, Risto17 II, p. 110. 
Leeds 1826 D. p. 252. 
Ibid. p. 253. 
Ibid. p. 253. 
1,5131 Thors~ Soc. 31D1, Commercial Buildings Balance Sheet, 2 Aug. 1830, 
L.C.D. 216, Commercial Buildings Trust Deed, 2 Dec. 1830; ~ 
18 ~y 1826, 15 Oot. 1829; K. Grady, Ope cit. passim. 
L8132 ,L.O.D. 211, Abstract or the title of J. A. Jowett to the old corn 
exchange, 22 Oot. 1868; L.I. 1 June 1826, 28 June 1821; 
V •. White, 1837 D. p. 510; K. Grady, Ope cit. passim. 
L5133 Records of Leeda Philosophical and Literary Society: Annual Reports 
and minutes of general meetings, 27 May 1825, JtIay 1626" 30 June 
1626; Building Committee Minutes, 25 l-Iay 1821. 
LS134 ~ 28 Aug. 1823; 22 July, 12 Aug. 1824; 14 Dec. 1826. 
Leeds HercurI, 30 Mar. 1833; E. Parsons, History; I, pp. 144-5, 
r w. White, 1837 D. p. 510. 
LS135 . Leeds 1826 ~ p. 
, 
JJS136 W. Parsons and. W. White, 1830 D. p. 2151. \/. Wh1te>, 1837 D. p. 521. 
L8131 
L8138 
S. T. !nning, £P. cit~ (1974), pp. 135-6. 
~ 6 April 1829; Leeds 1834 t. .p. 404. 
; 
L8139 E. Parsons, IUs tory II, p. 25~. 
L8140 Ibid. p. 20; T. Fenteman, Ope cit. p. 72. 
L8141 End. Char. Ls. p. 98. 
L8142 w. Wh1 te , 1837 D. :p. 521. 
LS143 Ibid.:p. 518. 
L8144 Leeds Merc,,-!y. 3 Mar. 1833; IJeeds 1834 D. p. 416. 
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1.8145· Leeds 1834 D. p. 403; T. Fenteman, Ope cit. p. 68; J. Mayha.ll, 
Ope cit. pp. 416-7. 
LS146 
L8147 
L8148 
L.e.A. L.C.J./1, 21 April, 26 Dec. 1834. 
W. White, 183'LD. p. 521. 
Ibid. p. 519. 
LS149 . Leeds Mercury 2 May 1835; w. White, 1837 D. p. 519. 
L8150 W. White, 1837 D. p. 518; T. Fenteman, op. cit. p. 68. 
L8151 W. White, 1837 D. p. 519. 
LS152 Ibid, p. 519. 
L8153 Ibid. p. 517. 
L8154 Ibid. p. 517. 
LS155 Ibid. p. 517. 
L8156 Ibid, p. 521. 
L8157 
L8158 
LS159 
LS160 
L8161 
LS162 
L8163 
L8164 
L8165 
LS166 
Ibid. p. 521. 
Ibid. p. 518. 
Ibid. p. 518. 
Ibidt., p. 519. 
Ibid. p. 518. 
Leeds Mercury 14 Oct. 1837. 
W. White, 1843 D. p.11; J. l'!a.yhall, O'p. cit. p.459. 
End. Char. La. pp. 79-80. 
W. White, 1843 D. p.11. 
L$167 
LS168 
LS169 
w. White, 1843 D. p.11;· J. Mayhall, op.cit. ll.46}; 
T. Fenteman, or. ci-l;. p. 70. 
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w. ~~te, 1831 D. p. 527; B. Cullingworth, Ope cit. p. 25; 
J. Hayhall, ..2.E. cit. p. 468. 
w. ~nute, 1843 D., p.111 J~ Mayhall, Ope cit. p.469. 
LS170 J B. Cul11ngworth, Ope oit. p. 22. 
LS171 
LS172 
LS173 
w. White, 1~4l1h p. 11. 
Ibid.p.11. 
End. Char. L~ pp. 74-5. 
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PONTEFRACT PtTBLIC BUILDINGS 
! 
lfo. 
PI'1 
Pl'2 
pr3 
FT4 
PT5 
~ 
Pl'6-
PT7 
start 
'of ,bag. 
0.1135 
. , 
I ,7~:.~· ; . • ~. ' ' .. of., . " ...... 
PTQ 
., 
Compln. 
date 
10905 
c.1090 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
St. John's Prio~ 
St. Nicholas' Hospital 
(Monkhill Road) 
Function' 
Almshouses 
S I . 0.1100. St.,Clement's Church 
(within the Castle) 
12865 
.' 13225 
pre 
1363 
c.1377 
c.138; 
St. Giles' Church 
The Lazar House 
(on site of Frank's 
Hospital) 
The Chantry of St. 
Thomas 
The 1~ote Hall 
Parish church 
Hospital for lepers 
All. Saints or All Hallow~' . 
Church 
A~cs~ouse. a,nd College ~f I Housed. 7 men and 9 
S1r Kobert r~olles - or women 
Trini ty Almshouses 0, 
(Trinity Fold) ',,: 
Siz:e 
"Small" 
Bdg. 
Matl. 
• 
Source of 
Finance 
Benefactor: 
Henry de Lacy 
." 
Benefactor: 
Robt. Knolles 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
\ ' 
. ~ ___ .-'--_....;... _t , J ~. • 
. , 
1 
~ g 
,....---
. 
~lo. Sta.rt Compln. Name ofBui~ding 
Funotion' , Siz-.a Bdg • Souroe' of Cost of 
Cost of 
of' bdg. date an~ its Location . 
MatI. Finance Land Building 
. 
£ £ 
· 
. 
-
· 
. 
Pl'10 C.p.? 0.1547- King Edward's Free. 
53 Grammar School . -
. 
, 
P:11 '0.1620 Thwaites' Hospital 
Almshouse for 4 women 2 tenements Benefactor: 
, 
. 
Rd. Th'l'1ai tes 
, " 
. 
-
. 
'. , 
Pr12 ' 
. 
. 
pre Frank's Hos)ital AI:nshouse for 2 -
Benefactor: 
1629 (Mioklegate widows 
M. Frank 
-. . : 
. 
. 
Pl'13 1657 The New Town Hall 
. 
. . 
(old Moot Hall site) 
. 
. 
· 
. . -
· 
. 
· f"1'1l.o. . pre Cowper's Hospital 
For 4 poor widows . 2 houses Benefactor: 
· 
1668· (Boner Hill) 
Rd. Cowper 
· 
" 
. . 
· 
, 
P1'15 
, 16703 Bea":i House Hospital Almshouse for 16 
8 rooms 
: 
101 
· 
(~icklegate) . indigent pers~ns • . -, 
. 
· 
Pr16 
, 
,0.1673 
• 
St •. Nicholas' Hospital - Almshouses for 13 men 2 houses 
Benefactor & 10Of. 
. . rebuilt (Uon.1<:shill Ro.ad) & wo:nen oh?-rity funds . 
· 
. 
· 
· 0;1685 
. 
PT17 post The Quaker l~eeting House 
. 
S E .• 250 
1684 : (Scuthgate) . 
. 
. 
I 
, . , 
, 
. 
. 
" 
" 
17073 St. Giles' Church - Parish church 
-
tower rebuilt 
, 
. 
, 
-
-
" -.-.-
- - --
-- - _._. -
.'. 
~ _ .. ., ~.-- _.'- ,,- ~.~ .... 
. \ 
· 
Wo. Star~ Compln. Name of Building. . Function' 
Siz:a Bag. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
.. ~ dg date an~ its Location M~tl. 
Finance. Land Building 
, 01 'D !' .£ P-. 
, 
I 
. . • 
. 
. 
P.r19 C~P. ' c.1709 The ChQr~~ School . 24 boys and 12 girls 
. 
taught and clothed . 
. 
Pr20 . The Dissenting Chapel 
. , 
pre' 
.. 
, 
I 1721 (Tanshelf} . 
. 
. 
. . 
. 
. 
. 
. " 
" 
. . 
PT21 1734s The Market Cross 
S Benefactor E. .50 
. 
· 
. 
. 
?r22 1735s . " St. Nicholas' Hospit~l - Almshouse AccoI!l. 12 At expense E. 300 
. rebuilt (~or~hill Road) of town 
-
" 
. , 
. . 
. 
~2.3 c.1736· pre Frank's Hospital - Almshouse 
Accom. 2 Benefactor: E. 50 
1737 aaaltion 
Robt. Frar..k . 
, 
. 
. , 
-'" . 
• 
. 
I FT24 Aug' Sept The Market Cross - The inhabi- - 46 
'1763. 1763 rebuilt 
tants 
I . 
• 
. 
I Pr25 . l!.ay July Cowper or Butt's Almshouses Accom • .4- Poor rate & 90 
\ f • 
. 
'1765 . 1765 Hospital - rebuilt 
Corpn. Funds 
~ 
• 
(The ,Butts) _ - . . -
! 
. 
· 
. 
-, 
I . 
I 
I 
. 
, , 
\ ' 
, 
, 
~ 
t .. 
. 
· 
. 
c 
. . . 
. 
. 
\ . · . . . 
'\ l\ . -
-
, -
. ! 
. 
--
. 
. -
" 
" 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building , Funotion' 
SiZ'8 Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
'of ,bdg. date an~its Location , 
Matl. Finance, Land Building 
- -
£. £ . 
' -, 
, , 
. 
• 
, 
i Pl'26 
. 
1767s 
-
• 
Perfect's Hospital . Almshouses for 6 poor 3 tenements 
Benefactor: E. 130 
(Micllegate) - . pe-ople Wm. Perfect 
-
. 
. 
. 
. 
PX27 1778 1779 Dr. Watkinson's Hospital 
Almshouses-for 4 poor ' 485 
, (Northgate) men & 5 poo!"'women 
. 
. 
, 
. / 
' -
. 
, ' 
-
" E. 500 
PT28 . 17795 The Charity School (The Horsefair) 
. 
, 
., 
. 
, 
" 
P.r29 . C.P. '? 1783 The j\Tewsroom 
. (~!ar!{et Place) '. 
. 
. 
. 
~ 
. . 
. 
. 
. 
1785s 
. -' 
I 
Pl'30 The Town Hall 
Courtroom for borough 2 storeys County Rate E. 2,000 
(Market Place) se~sions, rotation . & Corptn. 
. , office, prison • Also 
• Filnds 
. 
. . used as assembly room / - ~ I I 
. 
'. . 
. 
• r . 
. 
. 
PT31 ,1789' . 4'April The 'Wesleyan Chapel -
'-
Accom.1 COO? E.1,500 
:1790 .- (Ho;-sefair) ,. -., .. : ,. '., .. ' 
. 
. 
. .. 
J 
. .-
. 
. 
. . 
.. " 
. 
. ' 
. 
. . 
-~ - , ' . 
., 
. 
~ 
. . . 
. 
. 
. c.17925 The Theatre 
S Subps. E.1,000 
. -
• . " (~illygate) -, 
.' " ~ , 
.. 
. 
, 
,. -
. 
. . 
I 
.. 
' , 
. 
. '. 
f i 
.. ~.J 
, I ' ,- -
oJ. , .. ~ , _ .. - . .. ~-.~~ 
I 
\ ~i ••• 
-No. 
P.r33 
'?r34 
-
Pl'35 
. 
:J. I px-'6 
f 
Pr37 
P1'33 
.. 
Pr39 
I 
I pr40 I 
,\ 
1\ 
~. 
,. 
-
. 
· 
Start 
of bdg. 
. 
. 
. 
?119.2 
.' 
'1795 
• · 
· '. 
. 
." I 
· · 
· 
'Y·P. 
· · 
· 
. 
· 
· 
C.P.? : 
. 
: 
C.p •. 
, 
. 
· . 
· 
· 
C.P.~ 
.' 
, 
. 
.. 
Compln. Name of Building 
date ~~ its Location 
King Edward's Free' 
Gramrr.3r School - rebui.lt 
. 
1796 Protestant Nonconformist 
Dissenters' Chapel 
(Finkle St.?) 
1806s The Catholic Chapel 
" (Tanshel~ , 
-
;J 811 The Workhouse - extension (premises formerly Bead 
House Hospital) 
. 
1812 The Dispensary 
1816 The National School (in enlarged charity· 
school) 
. 
. 
18203 The West Riding Court 
House (Beast !lrarket) 
-pre -The Post Office 
,1822 (Finkle St.) 
, . 
' ' 
. 
-----~.-----'~--~-.--. 
Function' ' Siz:e 
. 
' . 
Classical education, Accom. '14+ 
for boys . 
-, 
. 
' , 
. 
. 
Accom. c.100 
. 
, . 
. 
6 rooms, 
· 
. 
, 
. 
· 
.' 
For boys a.nd girls Accom. 200 
. 
. ' 
" 
F.or the W.R. General 
-
Sessions of the Peace 
~ 
. 
. 
. 
· ' , 
. 
. 
Bdg. Source' of Cost of 
Matl. Firuulce Land £ 
Donations Be 
Corptn •. Funds 
, 
Donations 
' . 
. 
• 
. 
S . County Rate 
/ 
- , 
• 
' -
. 
Cost of 
Building 
£, 
E. 500 
.E. 1,000 
E.200 . 
" 
• 
E. 3,000 
. 
' I 
. 
i 
, 
. 
-
. -
,J:>. 
-" 
I\) 
. 
No •. Start CCl:lpln. Name of Building· . Function' 
Siz:a Bdg. Source or Cost of Cost. or 
I 
I 
of 'bdg~ date an~ its Location 
, ' . M~tl. Finance Land. Building I 
. 
£ £ 
I 
-
. 
P.r41 C.P.? pre The New Assembly Rooms 
.. , , , . . ' .. 
, . 
Aug .. 
1824 . " . ' . . 
.' 
" 
.. 
Pl'42 
. . . ' . 
. "Large" 
Feb . 1824 Wesleyan Methodist Chapel 
.. 
0 E.' 1.500 
1824" (Micklegate) .. " 
j . 
0 . 
. . ,. 0 
.. 
0 . .. 
PT43 The Grand Sta.nd . pre 
1827 (1 mile n. of town). 
j , 
. 
. 
. 
• 0 • 
0 
PT44 '1829 The national School For boys 
.' , 
.. ' Accom. 200 Dona. tions , . 700
Q 
0 " (Northgate) 
subns. & Nat. 
0 Soc. grant • 
0 
.. 
.' 0 
0 
. 
.. 
P!h5 c.P.? 1831- The Infant School 
. ' Accom. 100 
, . 
... 
PT46 C.P •. 1831 The British School 
\ Subns. .' " 
. (the Methodist School- " 
.. 
- , 
, . 
0 rocm) 
,-
. 
. 
, 
• 
. 
.. 
- , 
PJlt-7 c.P.? 1835 ' The Subscription Libra~ 
: 
. ' 
. 
. ' . 
. 
. AI. : . . 
. 
. I . 6 tenements 
P~48 . . pre ' Ward's Hospital, 
0 
1837 
), ' " , . . 
. 
\ 0 
.. 
. .. 
1\ 
~ 
~ 
Vol 
. , 
. ~ 0 
. ' -
• 0 . ,-
. 0 . 
. .. 
" 0 
'. .. 
0 
, . : 
... 
. 
No. I Start Complne\ Name of Building I. Function" Siz-.e IBdge I Source" of I Cost of I Cost of of ,bdg. dAte an~ its Location MatI. Finance Land. 0 Building £ 0 £ 
PT49 I " 18375 All Saints or All Hallows • 
Church - restored' 
, 
. I I 
e 
Pr50 1 c.p. 18,37 The British School Accom. 400 I Subns. & convo!"sion (formerly the theatre) o Govt. grant 675 
-l 
e' 
• 
o e 
", 
• 
" 
r-
<~ 
'0 , 
i.-u • I -,.:, . ~( 
~ 
...... 
!' ~ 
.0 • 
.:. 
~J .. -I L _. I . I . I ' ... 
415 
Sources for Pontefract Ga~etteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
End. Char. Pt. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and \{ales) - Report on the Parish of Ponte-
fract (P.P. 1899~ LXXIII). 
PT1 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 237. 
PT2 W. White, 1837 D. p. 281; End. Chnr. pt. p. 353. 
PT3 
PT4 
G. Fox, The History of Pontefract (Pontefract, 1827), p. 287. 
E. Baines, 1822D. p. 237. 
416 
PT5 B. Boothroyd, The Risto of the Ancient 13orou""h of Pontefract (Pontefract, 1807 , pp. 382-3; G. Fox, Ope cit. pp. 296, 321. 
PT6 
PT7 
PT8 
, -
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 237. 
G. Fox~ Ope cit.' pp. 75, 180. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 237. 
PT9 
PT10 
G. Fox, Ope cit. pp. 317. 324; W. White, 1837 D. p. 281. 
E. :Baines, 1822 D. p. 238; W. White. '1837 D. p. 279. 
PT11 
PT12 
G. Fox, Ope cit. p. 330; End Char. Pt. p. 338." 
G. Fox, Ope cit. p. 327. 
PT13 W.R.Q.S. Gen.Index, Pontefract April 1657; G. Fox, Ope cit. 
p. 357. 
PT14 G~ Fox, Ope cit. p. 297; End, Char. Pt. p. 339. 
, 
~15 G. ~ox. Ope cit. pp. 295-6; End. Char. Pt. p. 356. 
PT16 End. Char. pt. pp. 334-6. 
PT17 B. Boothroyd, Ope ci t.o p. 491; G. Fox, Ope c1 t. p. 352; W. 
~lhi te, 1837 D. p. 279. 
PT18 W. White, 1837 D. p. 218. 
PT19 End. Char. pt. pp. 341-2. 
PT20 B. Boothroyd, OPe cit. 1'p. 490-1. 
PT21 G. Fox, Ope cit. 1'. 355. 
PT22 Ibid. p. 281; W. White, 1837 D. p. 281. 
PT23 W. White, 1831 D. p. 282; End. Char. Pt. p. 339. 
PT24 G. Fox, OPe cit. p. 355. 
PT25 Ibid. P .• 297; W. White, 1837 D. p. 282. 
PT26 End. Char. G. Fox, Ope cit. p. 327; W. ~lhi te 18 37 D. p. 281; 
Pt. 1'p. 331, 356. 
-
PT27 G. Fox, Ope cit. p. 344; W. White, 1837 D ~. 282. 
PT28 G. Fox, Opt cit. p. 364. 
417 
w. White, 1837 D. p. 279. PT29 
. PT30 E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 240; N. Pevsner, The ]uildings of Enrrland: 
Yorkshire, The West Riding (1967), p. 395. . 
PT31 
PT32 
PT33 
PT34 
PT35 
PT36 
PT37 
PT38 
PT39 
PT40 
PT41 
G. Fox, 0E. oit. p. 352; W. White, 1837 D. p. 279. 
~ 23 July 1792; G. Fox, 0E. oit. p. 357; E. ]aines, 1822 D. 
p. 240. 
W. White, 1837 D. p. 279; End. Char. pt. pp. 346-9. 
G. Fox, 0E' oit. p. 352; W. White, 1837 D. p. 279. 
B. ]oothroyd, 0E. oit. p. 485; G. Fox, 0E. oit. p. 352; W. 
White, 1837 D. p. 279 • 
... 
End. Char. pt. p. 337. 
Ibid. p. 385. 
E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 238; . W. White,' 1837. D. p. 280. 
E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 240; G. Fox, Ope oit. p. 357; W. White,· 
1837 D. p. 280; W.R.Q.S. Gen. Index: Pontefract, April and 
June 1807, April 1811; vlakerield~Hay 1818. 
E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 241. 
~ 5 Aug. 1824. 
PT42 L.I. 4 Mar. 1824; G. Fox, 0E. oit. p. 352. 
PT43 G. Fox, ap. oit. p. 5. 
PT44 . W. Wlllte, 1837 D. p. 280;. End Char. pt. p. 378. 
PT45 W. White 1837 D. p. 280. 
PT46 Ibid. p. 280. 
PT47 Ibid. p. 279. 
PT48 Ibid. p. 282. 
PT49 W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 218. 
PT50 W. White, 1837 D. p. 280; End. Char. pt. p. 362. 
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.~. , 
RIPON PUBLIC ~UILDINGS 
.. 
-
. 
WOe Start Compln. Name of Building. . . Function' 
Siz:a Bdg. _ Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of 'bdg~ date an~ its Location 
M&.tl. Finance Land Building 
. 
£, £, 
P.N1 · The Hospital of· 'St. Mary . Almshouses· for 6 poor · p<?st pre 
1100 1135 . Magq.alen (Star.unergate) women & chapel. . 
• I 
. . . 
P.N2 c.1109 Hospital of St. John the Almshouse and chapel. 1 storey 
Benefactors 
. Baptist (Bondgate) . for 2 poor wcmen 
. 
. . 
. 
I . . 
. 
" 
FN3 . 1331 . 1494- St. Peter's Collegiate C/E' 
Church 
. 
-
. 
P ... ~4. C.P.? . . 1555 The Free Grammar School Children 'and y6ung . 
Acc9m. 4-0' Royal· 
(St. Agnesgate) men taught . endowment. 
. 
~ . 
. . 
• 
P.N5 . pre The Tolbooth A town hall 
. 
. 1599 
.' , 
~ . 
p.N6 1611 ' The New Town House Town hall, venue for 
2 storeys Corptn. funds 
. corptn. meetings 
i 
. 
. 
. 
-
-
.. 
' . 
. . 
' , 
.. 
· 
.. 
. 
mr7 C.P. 1629 The House of Correction Poor set to work 
• Benefactor: 
(Archbishop's Palace) .Archbishop of 
. 
; York 
. 
· 
' . 
. 
. . 
. . 
. , 
'RUa 1 ~54 s . Almshouse reiieving , . . Hospital .of St. An:'le or . . 
Maison Dieu . . 8 poor women & chapel 
,', 
. 
, . , 
. . . 
. 
.. 
. .. . I C . . . . . 
. 
" 
. . 
\ 
.. .. .. . 
-
. 
',' 
.. 
t . --~ . .. - .. 
,- --~-.. , .. 
, 
..-
. 
r-10. Start Compln. Name of Building Function' 
Siz-.a Bdg. Source of Cost of Cost of 
'0£ ,bag. date , an~its Location , MatI. Finance Lancl 
Building 
. 
£ £ 
' , 
. , 
, 
P.N9 C;P •. .1672 Jepson's Hospital pr' . Accommodat~ng and ' 
2 storeys Benefac.tor: Conversion 
, . Blue Coat School (Low~ educa ting 20 orphan Zacharias 
100 
Skellgate) . boys Jepson 
· ' 
.. 
. 
'. ", 
· 
", 
1674s P~10 Hospital or ~t. Ua~ Housed 6 poor women 
Benefac1;or: ' I 
, 
I ~agdalen - rastored ' . 
' Rd.. Hooke 
· (l:)tarrunergate) , .'. 
. 
. 
.; 
. 
. , 
.' 
/ 
. 
. ' 
RN11 1b84 
. A Workhouse and House Settin~ the p.oor to ; 
. 
. of Correc,;ion \'Iork anel punishing , 
, , 
" 
. criIlIinals 
· . 
. '
" 
, 
. 17th C. The Prison and House or Housing prisoners ot' 
5 rooms' . 
Correction (St. 'Mary- Lib,erty 01' Ripon; & 2 storeys' 
. 
" 
• 
gate) the Dean & Chapter's . • 
. court or pleas ' " " 
. 
. 
170?s 
: . 
The Market Cross -
Benefactor: 500+ 
. rebuilt (Market Place) . ' , . John Aislabie 
-
-, 
. 
• 
. . , , 
" 
" 
.' Benefactor: 
· C.p. ' 1776 The "Workhouse - new 
i • - premises, (Allhallowgate) : 
Wm.Aislab ie 0' 
I . . 
'. 
. 
• 
. . 
.. . " 
. 
. 
~ 
, 
· 
. 
. .. 
. 
1777s Wesleyan ].~ethod.ist 
. .' , . E. 500 
. 
" 
• Chapel. (Coltsgate Hill) 
, ' ,.-' . ':. 
.. 
.. 
" 0' 
. 
~ 
. . 
I\) 
, 0 
. . 
. . .' , 
, , 
" 
. . . 
.. 
.. , 
, , 
" " 
\ I 
, .. 
. I .. . 
- ----
.. 
. L 
No. Start 
of bdg. 
. 
p.N16 Cep.?·J 
I . I 
1L1IJ'17 I' 
'. 
p..N18 I 
RN19 I 2'Peb 
, 1798 
Compln. 
date 
1790. 
1792s 
1796s 
1801' 
F.:N20 -c.P. ?I 1 0 Ja'n 
. 1803 
.. 
Ii1'l21 
RN22 
. I 
l 
m~23 1. ~ _ 1810 
pre 
1806 
pre 
1806 
1810 
Name of Building 
ancr its Location 
The PubJ.ic Dispensary 
(Agnesgate) 
I The Theatre 
I New Methodist Connexion 
Chapel (Low Skellgate) 
.. 
The Town Hall 
(Market Square) 
Function-
• Medical treatment 
'for out~patients • 
Assembly rooms, com-
mittee rooms, & rooms 
for Petty & Quarter 
Sessions, -
Ripon Subscription .- :. :-·l 12 boys taught 
School 
The Prison for the 
Liberty of Ripol'l; (n" of 
~hurch) 
The Court House for -the 
Liberty of Ripon (n.' of' 
. church) 
The Grac~ar School -
repaired 
4 rooms for debtors, 
.2 cells for felons 
r 
SiZ'S 
456 sq. yd. 
2 storeys 
Bdg. 
Matl. 
.. , 
Source- of 
Finance 
Subns • 
Benefactre ss: 
Mrs •. Allansor 
ArchbishOp 
of" York 
Archbishop 
0: York 
School trust 
funds 
Cost of 
Land 
F 
• 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
. E. 1,000· 
. E. 500 
E. 4,000 
180 
~ 
N 
~ 
. 
ffo. Start Compln. Name ot: Building, 
" Function' Siz.a Bdg. Source' ot Cost of 
Cost of 
of 'bdg!" date an~ its Location - . ' ' 
MatI. Finance L2.nd Building 
. 
£ £ 
• . . 
RN24. C.P. - ' 1813 The Boys' National ',', 
" 
School (Hospital otSt. , 
, 
, , 
' , 
John ,the Baptist) , .. ' . 
. 
" 
. 
, ' 
RN25 • 1813? The Girls' National' 
. , ' , Benefactre5s: 
. E. 500 
-
- ' Mrs. Lawrence ' . 
. 
I School . " " ' . , 
. ' 
" . 
" 
o ' 
. , , . E~ 1,000 
p.N26 1815s Prison tor the Liberty . , '. 
of Ripon . ~ . 
' ' , - : .. 
.. / 
, , , 
. . 
. 
. 
, 
RN27 '18185 Independent Chape1 
' ' 
.. 
E. 2,000 
. 
I 
- (Allhallow Gate) 
· 
. 
. 
..... . 
I ~28, . 
, 
' .. 
. 1821 s Primitive r.:ethodist 
E. 1,000 
.' 
Chapel,(Priest Lane) , ' 
, 
, , 
. 
. 
· 
.. '. 
" 
0 
- - 28 July 31 Cct Trim ty Church C/E 
Accom. 1000 Benefactor: 9,000 
.1826 1827 ( w. of town) , 
Ed. Kilving- - .. 
: ton) 
• 
0 
, . 
, ' 
'0 
. 
. 
1829 8 St. Peter's Collegiate 
' , 
3,000+-
. 
, 
· 
Church - repaired 
o. 
. 
-
. 
'0 0 
) 
i ; 
! 
. , , . 
0 
-
1'8305 
: 
. 
\ '. The Court House, 
Venae of Quarter ~ ;, 
. E.1,500 ~ 
, Sessions ~f,Borough & ~ 
· 
. ' 
0 
· 
. 
Liberty . -' ~ 
· 
. 
-
. 
. 
-
'" 
, " 
, 
0 
\ 
\ ~ 
No. 
RN32 
Pl{33 
-, 
.;, ':;.', I 
.... . ,' 
l' . 
Start 
'o~ ,bag. 
.' 
" 
.. 
Compln. 
date 
- 1834 s 
Name of Building 
an~its Looation 
The Publio Rooms 
(Low Skellga te) 
Institute4 The Publio Dispensa~ 
14 Feb· I (held in Public Rooms) 
18}5 
, . 
. 
.. 
" . 
Funotion' 
. ' Libra~, newsroom & 
large room for public 
business 
Medioal trea. tment for 
out-pa tients' . 
" 
, . 
Siz:e 
" 
BdB. 
MatI. 
• 
Souroe of 
Finanoe 
£12.10s'. 
shares 
. , 
i ' I,:.:, \1. 
\ ~', l' 1 ~ . ~I I I I 1 
Cost of 
Land. 
.£ 
Cost of 
Building. 
.£ 
2 t 500Q 
' . 
! 
I 
~ 
I\) 
\.H 
424 
Sources for Ripon Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Ripon History - W. Farrer, The H~story of Ripon: Comprehending 
a Civil and Ecclesiastical Account of that Ancient 
Borough •••• (Ripon, 1801). 
Tourist's Guide - The Tourist's Guide; Being a Concise History and 
Description of Ripon •••• (2nd edn. Ripon, 1838). 
End. Char. Rn. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the Parish of Ripon 
(P.P. 1899, LXXII). 
r.t 1 I ; f 
RN1 
RN2 
RN3 
Ripon History pp. 152-9. 
Ibid. p. 160; End. Char. Rn. pp. 617-19. 
E. ~aines, 1822 D. p. 248; J. R. Walbran, A Guide to Ripon, 
Fountains Abbey •••• (15th edn. Ripon, 1885), p. 32. 
425 
RN4 Ripon History, p. 44; W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 797; ~ 
Char. Rn. p. 593. 
RN5 
RN6 
RN1 
RN8 
RN9 
RN10 
RN11 
RN12 
RN13 
RN14 
RN15 
RN16 
RN11 
RN18 
RN19. 
RN20 
RN21 
RN22 
RN23 
RN24 
RN25 
RN26 
w. Harrison, printer, The Ripon Nillenary Record (Ripon, 1892), 
part II, p. 49; Ripon Ciyic Trust, Ripon Some Aspects of its 
History (1972),p •. 13. 
W. Harrison, Ope cit. part II, p. 50~ 
Ibid. p. 55, Corporation Minutes 3 Nov. 1629. 
Ripon History p. 161; End. Char. Rn. pp. 599-600. 
Ripon History pp. 162-6; End. Char. Rn. pp. 597-9. 
End. Char. Rn. pp. 615-6. 
W. Harrison, Ope oit. part II, pp. 11-9. 
Ripon Historl p. 151; J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Cor-
rection ( 1904), pp. 110-11; .Ripon. Civic ,Trust, Of. cit. p. 67. 
Ripon Civic Trust, Ope eit. p. 85. 
W. Harrison, Ope cit. part II, p. 101. 
Tourist's Guide p. 75. 
Ripon History p. 44; W. Harrison, OPe oit. part II, p. 113. 
Ripon History p. 43; W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 191. 
Tourist's Guide p. 75. 
Ripon History p. 42; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 241; W. Harrison, 
Ope cit. part II, pp. 117-18. 
W. Harrison, Ope cit. part II, p. 119. 
Ripon History pp. 150-1. 
Ibid. p. 150. 
End. Char. Rn. p. 594. 
W. White, 1837 D. II, Pp. 197-8. 
Ibid. II, pp. 797-8. 
.!.!2!£.~ II, p. 195. 
426 
RN27 Tourist's Guide p. 75. 
RN28 Ibid. p. 75. 
RN29 W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 796; Tourist's Guide p. 70. 
RN30 J. R. Walbr~ Ope cit. p. 32. 
RN31 W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 795. 
RN32 Ibid. II, p. 797; Tourist's Guide p. 75. 
RN33 Tourist's Guide p. 75. 
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ROTHERHAM Pu:BJ.IC BUILDINGS 
No. 
RM1 
n.lI.2 
RM3 
Rl14 
R!r15 
Rl~6 
Sta.rt 
of bdg. 
post. 
11+61 • 
f'~unqed 
14.81 
" 
. ,
, I 
R1!.? .'1' . >_:,~ .. _~ ,: ;" ~~~ •• 
"~'~'8 . 
Compln. 
date 
pre 
1483 
pre _ 
1500 
pre 
1500? 
pre 
1.548 
pre 
1553 
"re 
1584 
pre 
:1594 
pre 
1610 
Naoe of Building 
a.~~its Location 
All Saints' Churc~ 
Jesus College 
Tho·. Bridge Chapel 
(on the Bridge) 
The Gra~~ar School 
(Jesus-Gate) 
The Bakehous e 
(.resus-Gate) 
The Town Hall 
The Almshouses 
The Market Cross 
. ~ 
Function-
Rotherham~arish 
church 
For a provost, 5 
priests, 6 choristers 
& 3 schoolmaaters 
Long used as town's 
prison 
"A house wherein 3 
free schools be kept 
and taught"-
.-
- ... 
Siz-.a -
30' long . 
2 storeys 
Bclg. 
MatI. 
• 
• 
Source- of 
Finance 
Benefactor 
Benefactor 
Cost of 
L211d 
l". 
Coat of 
Building" 
.P. 
-I 
I 
! 
I 
..f:>. 
N 
Q) .~ \ ',' 
LL I _I _ _II J.. / I J -1= 
. - ~- .. ~ ~ . -,," . 
No. 
R.1J9 
lUl10 
-,RM11 
- RJl.12 
H?~13 
m.114 
Start 
of ,bag. 
I I 
C.~.?, 
" . 
. ,
Compln. 
date 
" pre 
1627 
pre 
1660, 
. 
'Ore 
1684-
1702 . 
1700s 
17.205 
_,R~~,5,' I .8 Aug .,- ~O Feb 
:~ ,rf-,: i~,i~ I 1739. • 1 ~43 
Name of Building 
an~it5 Location 
I The Tollbooth .' 
I The Workhouse 
The Moot Hall 
. 
The Hollis School 
The Feoffees' Charity 
School (or Petty School) 
The Unitarian Chapel . , 
(Beast Market) . -
The Town Hall and . 
Graamar School-(Market 
Place) 
Function' , 
• 
... 
Charity school for 30 
boys and girls 
Maintaining poor chil-
dren and teaching them 
to rea.d, write, knit 
and. sew 
Grammar school for 
boys, with hall-above 
for public business, . 
Quarter Sessions & 
assemblies. Also 
prison 
< ••• "~~h~' _._ ..... ~~ ... -_~ • _. - -. ~J. 
Siz:a I Bclg. , 
I MatI. 
.: 
. I I 
• 
2 storeys 
Souroe of . I Cost of , Cost of 
Finance L~~d Building 
- £. £ 
i , 
Benefactor: 
Thos. Hollis I 
. · f 
E. 200 'I, Subns •. & charity fund.s 
(Feorr~es) _ 
Beneractor: 
Thos. Hollis 
Charity funds 
(Feoffee's) 
E. 300 
-550 
I 
. 
~ 
N 
'" 
. 
N"o. Start Compln. Name o~ Building, 
of 'bdg~ date an~ its Looation 
RM16 · 1760s Methodist' Chapel, , 
, " (Bunting Croft) , " 
. 
' ' 
I .- .J 
. 
.. 
• 
1776s RM17 . The Feoffaes' Charity , 
. 
School - rebuilt, (Beast 
" , Market) " " ' 
. , 
. 
R~18 C~P •• c.1779 The Prison . 
. (in old almshouses) 
. 
· 
, 
· R'i19 C'.P. 1780 Bella~ts Almshou~es 
0 " 
, .' 
. 
R,\f20 1780 ' 1781 The Market House 
. ' (Market Plaoe) 
· 
. 
. 
· , 
RIJ21 The Baptist ChUrch 'C.P.? pre 
1789 (Masborough Co~on) 
. 
· 
· 
. f 1789s The Hollis School -'new' Rll22 
. . building, , 
. 
-
\ ' . " 
. 
· 
-
131l23. 
· s 
· 0.1795 Nonconformist College (t mile from'town) l 
i 
. 
' Funotion' Siz;a 
' . 
. 
0' 
• 
! ' , . 
Schoolroom and house Accom~ c.50 
for master. Boys & pupils, 
girls taught 3 Rts ~ 
clothed ' , 
, , I 
, ' 
' , ' 
, 
· 
. 
" 
Hou~ed 4 poor, women 
: 
I 
Shelter for con-
venience',of . market 
' , 
", 
. 
.. 
; 
' , 
Charity school 10r . Accom. 24-
boys and girls 
.\ 
. 
• 
. ' ' 
Training priests 
. 
" 
· 
-, 
Bdg. Source' of 
M.:.tl. Finance 
Dona tions &, 
Methodist 
Conference 
grant 
Charity funds 
(Feoffees) 
, 
, 
C.harity funds 
(Feoffees) 
Benefactress: 
M. Bellamy 
Chari ty funds 
(Feoffees) 
. 
School's 
trust funds 
. ' 
Benefaotor: 
. J. Walker 
,> 
... "'-
Cost of 
Land. 
... £" 
-
" 
Gift I 
. 
. 
Cost of 
Building 
'£" 
271 Q , ' 
254-
+ stone 
,173 
.. 
, 
-, 
" 
" 
E. 500 
E. 4,000 
. " ~.'L' 
• 
~ 
VI 
o 
No. 
RM24-
RM25 
RM26 
RM27 
llid28 
.. 
mf.29 
·R:l30 
-
Start 
of' bc1g. 
• 10. Feb, 
1802 
" 
t, 
C .. p~ 
C.P. ; 
C~P. ? 
C.P.'i 
\. ,-\ ' . 
, 
Compln. 
date 
30;'Aug 
1803 
1805s 
May 
1806 
.13108 
1816 
pz:e 
'1822 
Name of Building .. 
an~its Location 
The Market Place and 
Shambles 
.' . 
The New Methodist.Chapel 
(Talbot Lane) 
-
The Dispensary 
(Wellgate) 
The Grammar School -
Master's House rebuilt 
(nr. Town Hall) 
Function' 
. ~ 
Market buildings con-. 
taining 20 butcher's' · 
shops, 8 slaughter-
houses,& 9 clamming 
houses 
Residence for school 
master 
The School of In~ustry ., Training girls as 
(in old college building) se~ants 
The Subscription Libra~ 
The Post Office 
Si:a Bag. 
MatI. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance -
£50 shares 
L 
Chari ty funds' 
(Feoffees) 
; 
Subns. 
Cost of 
Land 
£, 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
7 ,4-15Q • 
. . 
2,500+ Q 
. I 
I 517 
-- -~ r 
. ' 
pre 
1822 (High St.) 
. I I:' . < I· - ". i i -i' I," __ 1. 
...... ...:- ~-' ">-- - .. ,.~ .. ----.- --.-,,~~";"~ 
I 
\ 
-' Ne. 
RM31 
RM32 
RM33 
· 
Start 
of ·bdg~ 
. 
1$25 ' 
, 
, 
-1827 ' 
. 
· 
· 
. 
. 
· 
· 
. ~ 
· 
f 
. 
. 
.' 
.. 
27 Apr 
.~836 
. 
, , 
- , 
-1838 
. 
· 
. , 
· 
\ . 
. 
. 
.. 
~ 
Ccmpln. Name of Building, 
date and' its Location . 
1826 The Town Hall 
" 
1829 The New Dispensary,', 
Newsroom, Library,ana 
Grammar School 
1832 8 Wesleyan 1t.ethodist Chapel 
_ enlargement (Talbot 
Lane) " . 
1833s The British School 
" 
. The Baptist Chapel 
(Westgate) 
' 1839 The Union Workhouse (Pennyless Walk Close) 
. 
. 
.. 
. 
. , 
, 
, 
. 
. 
. , 
- . 
-
, ' 
. 
'. 
Function' ' Siz:a Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
. ' MatI • Finance Land Build.i.ng £ £ 
" 
Venue for ~u:irter &:. ' . ' ' 5,OOo+Q· County rate" 
Petty Sessions, Court ' chari ty funds 
of Requests, Courts (Feoffees) & 
. 
. 
Leet , ' , subns. 
. 
. 
Gr~mmar school, dis- Charity funds 2,000 
~ensary,subscription . (Feoffees) &: 
library & newsroom, subns. 
.. 
, 
Accom. 1500 " .. 
. . . 
. 
. 
1 
" 
, , 
Boy~ and girls taught Accom. 400 Charity funds Gift E. 1,000 . (Feoffees) &: 
donations 
. 
. . 
S&B 
q 1,100 . 
-
-
- . , 
• 
Accom. 200 1,000 ... 3,988 
"-.'. 
, 
. 
. 
. . 
. ; 
" 
' . ~ 
. . , 
0' .. t 
. 
.. 
. 
. 
.. 
. 
'" 
~ •. -', ... ___ '1_, 
0 
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Sources for Rotherham Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles:. 
Notices - J. Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherham: Ecclesiastical, 
Collegiate and Civil (Worksop, 1879). 
End. Char. Rm.·· - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the Parish of Rother-
ham (P.P.1897, LXVII, pt.6). 
434 
RM1 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 256. 
RM2 End. Char. Rm. pp. 381-3; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 256. Additional 
information in J. Guest, Rotherham Ancient College and Grammar 
School (Rotherham, 1876). 
RM3 Sheffield 1845 D. p. 337. 
RM4 End. Char. Rm. pp. 381-3; Notices p. 333. 
EM5 Notices p. 355. 
RM6 Ibid. p. 417. 
RJIrl. Ibid. pp •. 381, 395. 
RM8 Ibid. p. 392. 
RM9 Ibid. p. 394. 
RM10 Ibid. pp. 398, 433-4. 
RM11 Ibid. p. 190. 
RM12 Ibid. p. 469. 
RM13 End. Char. Rm. p. 317; Notices pp. 418, 420. 
RM14 End. Char. Rm. p. 410; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 256; Sheffield 
1845 D. p. 339; Notices p. 454. 
PJM15 End. Char. Rm. p. 351; Notices pp. 65-6, 288, 403-4, 406-7, 
411, 4~3. 
RM16 Notices pp. 476-7. 
RM17 End. Char.~ pp. 357-8, 378; Notices pp. 410, 420. Additional 
information in J. Guest, F~story of the Feoffees' School, Rothe~­
~ (Rotherham, n.d.). 
RM18 Notices p. 411. 
RM19 End. Char. ~~. p. 355. 
RM20 Notices pp. 65-6, 411. 
RM21 Ibid. p. 467. 
RM22 Ibid. p. 469. 
RM23 Ibid. pp. 461, 466. 
RM24 Ibi.d. pp. 412, 415, 542-3. 
RM25 Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339; Notices pp. 480-1, 483. 
RM26 Notices pp. 409, 412, 434. 
RM21 ~d. Char. Rm.357; Noticc-s p. 409. 
2 
RM28 
RM29 
RM30 
m131 
RM32 
RM33 
Rr-134 
. RM35 
RM36 
Notices p. 409. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 256. 
Ibid. p. 258. 
Sheffield 1845 D. p. 341; Notices p. 40, 410, 413. 
Sheffield 1845 D. p. 341; Notices p. 341, 346, 413. 
Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339. 
Ibid. p. 340; Notices p. 413. 
Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339; Notices p. 467 • 
Sheffield 1845 D. p. 342; Notices pp. 413, 434. 
435 
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SHEFFIELD PUBLIC EUILDINGS 
No. I Start .. 
.of bdg. 
Compln. 
date 
I SD1 C.~1101 .,--
I ! SD2 
, 
. 
SD3 C.P. ?'~'I 
.S:;)4. 
SJ5 
SD6 
. I 
SD7 
SDB 
SD9 
1155s 
1390. 
pre' 
1568' 
15685 
pre· 
1571 
pre 
1612 
·pre 
1619 
1630 " 
Name of Building 
anc'r its Location 
St. Peter's Church. 
st. Leonard's Hospital. 
(Spital Hill) 
I The Grammar School 
I The Market Cross 
I The Market Cross - rebuil 
I The Sembly House 
(The Wicker) 
I The "Cage" or "Lock-up" 
The Grammar School House 
The Workhouse 
Function' Siz:e 
Sheffield parish churcl 
Manorial court house 
Short-stay prison 
• 
",. "~t 
I Bdg. 
Matl. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
Benefactor: 
De Lpvetot 
.. 
Charity funds 
0: donations 
I Cost of Cost of 
Land Building 
.. I 
I 
1 
• 
Leased 
Ie 
-J 
,-L .. -.~-·l .. :-.~ L ___ ~-.-~--l~---l---~::--l--~.l~ .. L ___ --L----- L . . ,. "','a __ ....",., .. ~ __ -- -..-. u. - .-.~~-.- •. ~ ... "'"''''''''''"'''-''''--~ ". -""",.,,~ ... '" ....... ~ , ... --"."".~.'. ,-- <;~ ... : 
. 
. . 
. 
No. I Start Compln. Name of Buil.ding. Function' Siza 
Bdg. Source' or I Cost of I Cost of 
of ·bd.g~ aate ana: its Location 
e lh.tl. Finance Land Building £ £ 
--
-
SD10 I pre The Town Hall 
Hall for public . Lord of the. 
1638 (on Church Wall) business with 11 Ma.nor' 
. 
shops beneath, 
. 
SD11 I 1638 I I 1638 , The Cutlers' Hall I Social and business "Small" S Company's 69 86 (Church Lane) affairs of the . funds and 
Cut'lers' Company' . donations 
. I I The Grammar School SD12 I . I 1648s . I I Leased (nr. Townhead Cross) 
e I 
SD13 I 1665 
· . J 
1666 Hospital of Gilbe~{ I.Almshouses and chapel Benefactor: 
Earl of Shrewsbury E. for 10' men and 10 Earl of 
I • 
. bank o~ river Sheaf, nr. women ' Shrewsbury . 
. e' I the bridge) 
. 
SD14 
.. I 167.8 
• 
E. 300 
The New Hall Dissenters' meeting 
house • 
SD15 pre 
18th C. 
Ola Almshouses' 
(foot of Lady' s Bridge" 
,,--:\ . 
SD16 I ': . 'I pre 
" .. 18th C. 
, . 
I 
.f>. 
Vol 
-I 
(J:) 
\ . 
The Old Shambles 
~ ___ ",.,,,< _____ , ___ • _____ ,, •• _,.,,_ •••. __ ~ __ ' .-. •• ..:..~ •• --=:-.::::::..~:~=::=;;;~::.:::-'-;:;:-:.:.~~.;;:;;:~~-!r.;;;;;;;.,;;;::::::.~ . ..:;".- . ~:-;;;;;;;:;:,;;;;;;;;::-~ •• :;::.:;::;:::;:::;-:.:; .. ~! •. :.:::;:;;;:;;;:;~..;;;;.;-::::;-,;;;;;.,-:-::;:;;:T , l' 
Wo. 
SD17 
SD18 
SD19 
S-D~:O 
SD21 
SD22 
~ ;~-.' 
,f .~. '. ,:J _ 
"'D"3 ~ '-
start . 
'of ,bag. 
. 
May 
. 
1700 
. 
Compln. 
date 
-- ,.r c.l'llay 
1701 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Town Hall 
(Church Yard) 
Function' 
Venue of W.R. Quarter 
Sessions, manor courts 
• I and meetings' of the' 
Town Trust. Lower 
storey: cells ~ld 
shops 
• 
'. 
SiZ'8 IBdg. I Sourcs' of I Cost of Cost of 
I MatI. Finance Land Building 
£ f> iTJ 
2 storeys' I B I Chari tyfunds l 220 (T.T.) 'and 
benefactor: 
Duke of 
Norfolk 
E. 300 
17005 "I The Upper Chapel 
(Norfolk St.) 
Dissenter B I Donations 
I C.P. 
I : C.P •. 
'Aug 
1708 
. " 
. ,
28'Uay'\ , 
1720 
t ... _." .,e.'_ 
1703 . 
'1707 
Sept 
1710 
: 1715s 
1721? 
Hollis's Hospital and 16 almshouse s for 
School (Th~ Brown School) cutlers' widows and 
(in the New Hall, New school for 50 boys 
Hall St.) and girls 
The Parochial Libra~ 
(Parish Church Vest~) 
The Boys' Charity sChool'1 c.30 boys taught ~~d· 
(Parish Church Yard) . accommodate,a between 
,age of 7 ana 12 yrs • 
The.Nether Chapel 
(Norfolk St.) . 
St. Paul's Churcn 
(Shaw's 'Close) 
Independent . 
,') 
C/E Accom. 1250 491+ sq. yd. 
• 
13 & 5 
~ 
OJ 
Benefactor: 
Thos. Hollis 
Dons.tions 
Benefactor: 
Robt. Downes 
&'donations 
• 
Leased 275 
E. 300 • 
1,000+ .p. V4 
\J) 
I . ~- J' 
,',._ t ._~ . L. .. "L.. . . ,_ ...... _ ..r --_ .. _ ....... L- .... -c-~~-.-- ... - .. - -- . 
._ .. ~ __ ._ .. "'" _, ____ ~""'~_~1i,~~ .... ~ I~~"!?)t .. :"~~~~""."e~" ..a:~ ..... ~''''>!q~,~;;.j..._;.0"J~~<-''~<~!J.!-*'I'~fHrJ>~:A;.-I'"'~;.":>~~.!'.~~ ..... A-; , ... """,," 
• _____ ' •• ,.r' ... " .~ ....... _'_""'~-4'"",,,,,-,,,,,,,,,,,~, 
No. 
SD21 .. 
SD25 
Start 
of ·bdgl" 
.' 1 
Compln. 
date 
1721 s 
1722s 
I I I SD26 • ~:~5 . Aug 1726 
, 
SD27 C4P.? 
. 
S:l28 1737 
SD29 c.1738 
SD30 
81>31 
1733 
c.1741 
11 Apr 
.1 1741 
1 Sent 
\ 
.. s 
. 1741· 
___ .Il 
Name of Building. 
an~ its Location 
Birley's Free Writin~ 
School (Townhead St.)' 
The Almshouses 
(West Barr) 
The Cutlers' Hall 
(Church St.) 
The Workhouse 
(West Barr) 
The Quaker Meeting House 
Function' 
Boys taught reading. 
and writing 
Social. & business 
affairs of Cutlers' 
Company; Petty 
Sessions 
Housed poor adults &. 
. children' 
./ 
The Shambles I Butchers' shops and 
(on site of old Shambles· stalls • 
in ~arket Place)· 
The Ilarket Cross· 
(i~arket Place) ,.,. ~) 
.. 
Wesleyan Chapel I Wesleyan f!.ethodist 
(Cheney Squ~re,' PirJstone 
Lane) . '. 
Sim 
Accom. 60 
Bdg. 
M;.tl. 
B 
Souroe·.of 
Finance 
Benefactor: 
Wm. Birley 
Charity funds 
(T.T.) 
Accom: 260 I B & S I Co. funds 
. 
Accom •. 24+ I· ·B Poor Rate? 
• 
"Sreall"· VI? 1 Donations. 
Cost of 
Land. 
£ 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E. 300 
347q 
442 
E. 250 . 
" 
. I·' . 
E. 50<,> 
E.100 
~. 100 ~ 
~ 
o 
/. 
J ."' . ___ ~ _____ . __ .__ . _""'._' '~;".""",;:""",;,;,;~~;";~~",_~;'~;&~"""'_f.o1~., .... _~ ... ~~~;~.;;..~."':;'i;; • ....",..;,;;;;""';;,;, ~!"~,;.;.,,;~"~;",,,~-;;;,,,.;b. , ~~., .. ".,. _ ...... __ ~,_.-~- "r'-' 
ITo. 
SD32 
Start 
"of bdg. 
Compln. 
date 
. 
_ ,,1"0.1745
5 
i SD33 1756s 
I 
SD34- C.P.? pre-
1757 
SD35 I C.P. 'I ·c.1757 
. 
.' 
SD36 I 12 Feb 
: 1759? I 
SD37. 
SD38 
.".,. 
-x .:1 
:.-
4 ...... 
SD39 
. 
C.P.? 
~ .. 1 
.' I 
I . . 
\ .. 
, L. 
• 
, pre 
1762 
. 
1.1625 
17645 
Nue of Building 
an~ its Looation 
Union Street Chapel 
A Public Brewe;) 
(Tommead Cross 
Calvinist Chapel 
(Orchard St.) 
. 
Mulberry Street Chapel 
The Workhouse -
enlargement ordered 
A Theatre 
(Angel Yard) 
The .Assembly Rooms and 
Theatre (Nor.folk St.) 
I ~ethodistCh~pel 
(Norfolk St.) 
Funotion' 
Wesleyan 
Shared by Calvinists 
and Wesleyan 
Methodists 
Wesleya.'l Methodist 
To be enlarged, 
improved, & school 
room to be built 
• 
Assembly room & card 
room, with,' theatre 
anjoining " 
"' ..... 
1..~_.":·,,,,,~m>';""'W~~~~~- I. 
SiZ's 
"Smalli, 
"Small" 
Accom. 60 
120 sq. yd • 
Aocom. 156 
in 1781 
A rooa 
Theatre' 
accom'. 800 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
Source' of 
Finanoe 
Benefactor: 
James B'ennet 
Entrepreneur: 
John Taylor 
£100 shares 
Cost of 
Land 
.£ 
Cos·t of 
Building, 
£ 
E.200 
3,006+1 
. 
E. 500, 
J 
~. 
~ 
~ 
.. ____ .~ ...... _.--!.t. leaK: H. e ~.~!}''liiii!tlt;;:S4_'' 5Jei\~" ""'"'4iX>1.,.,.~~~;,::w..~~~f\.;...~-~~·~~~:'T 
No. I Start 
S~40 I 
St4.1 
SD42 
'. 
-SD43 
SD44 
SD45 
Sli46 
Sj47 
i 
I SP48 
of bdg. 
. 1767 
-. 
C.P ... 
. 
t..P. 
~'sePtl 
1774-
. 
p<?st 
1775 
post 
,1776 
, I 
• 
Compln. 
date 
17645 
1771 
20 Sept; 
1773 
. 
1777 
1774-
1TI6S 
c.1776 
• 1777! 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Quaker Mceti~~ous~ 
- rebuilt (Hartshead) 
Scotland street Chapel 
The Tov.n Library 
.. 
The Assay Uffice 
(Norfolk St.) 
Luke of' N ori'olk' s Hos--
F~" tal - repaired and 
Chapel added 
(;08,1 Pit Lane Chapel 
Hollis's Hospital -
rebuilt 
'l'he Grammar School -' 
repaired 
I.The Theatre - rebuilt 
(Uorfolk St., adj. 
Assembly Room) 
I Function- . 
I' 
Followers cf Mr. 
Bryant - Methodist 
seceders 
Subscription library 
O£fice where metals 
assayed and marked 
:.!ainly for worship of' 
the almshouse 
pensioners 
Independent 
• 
Almshouses 
:,......, 
S1m' 
49 members 
• 
16 dwellings 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
B 
• 
Source' or 
Finance 
II Buil t by Mr~ 
Bryant" 
'Benefactor: 
DuKe of 
r~orl'olk 
Benefactor: 
Ed. Bennett 
Donations 
B I Shares 
. -
Cost of 
Land 
L' 
• 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E. 300 • 
E. 3C?O 
1,000 
E. 500 
E. 800 
E. 11-00 
E. 1,000 If: IN 
; - 1- . J 
._~.~_._ •• _, .•. 1' ."S~ iit"r, ..• '''; _. .....~ ;.,. "''''''~'''''''"' cO ',_A' •• "',."" ...... U' A ~.~"*_. ______ --" ~,,~ ...." ._" ...... ..1-. _.:! ... ,_i~_ 
_~ ____ ,, __ .~ ... ~1Jf.ilUA4J;jik I' ",.IF.If:~:·-;;-
I 
No •. I Start 
o~ 'bd.g~ 
SD49 
3[:50 1779 
SD51 
SD52 
I 5D53 1783 
SD54 
st55 
.post 
17ti3 " 
:l787 
SD5& 1\' post, 
1786· 
Compln. 
date 
pre 
1777 
30 Ju~e 
17/jO 
Name o~ Building .. 
an~ its Loc~tion 
Duke of l.J'orfolk's Prison 
(King st.) 
Nort'olk St ....... esleyan 
Chapel (Alsop's Field, 
Norfolk St.) 
21 Sent I Garden Street Chapel 
1"'865 , . 
17805 
1784.5 
31 AUG 
178~ 
Lee Cro:ft Chapel 
Queen Street Chapel 
The Sharrbles and Market 
.Place 
Function· 
Debtors' I,riscn, 
inclu:iell workroom 
Independent Protes~ant 
Dissenters 
Independe.nt !Jethodist 
Dissenters 
Covered area for 
butchers' stalls, 
dairy. produce, fruit 
& vegetable shops 
1788 The Girls' Charity SChoollTraining girls to (Parish Church Yard) read, and for domestic 
s~rvice,f~om ages 7 to 
15 yrs. 
I"'} 
5 'Aug .1 St. Jarees' Church 
1789, (Vicarage. cro:ft) 
C/E , .. 
Siza 
2 stor~ys 
Accom. 1300 
Site 4000 
sq. yd. 
1 storey 
Accom. 50 
girls 
Accom. 700 
~ SC57\ ' .,.\ c.17875 \ The Freemasons' Hall Freemasons' meetings I. ~Spacious~ 
. (Paradise Square), 
Bdg. 
M~tl. 
S 
13 
Source of 
Fina .... 'lce 
D...uce of 
.Norrolk 
"Erected by 
Mr. Bristol" 
Donations 
B & S I~ntrepreneur: 
Duke of 
l{ori'olk 
Donations 
.. 
Pew sales 
Cost o~ 
Land. £'-.. 
430 
Leased 
Cost of 
Building 
£. 
2,070· 
700+ 
E. 500 
1,100 
.11,000+ 
1,500Q 
·30eo . , 
E. 500 r; 
l 
__________ "_._~_~~_.,,!. .~-... ~ ..... 1M. ., ...... " ..•• .....-_ ..... -!.., ..... "" .. ;.. • . ..,s.,.{. ~... J. ... .. !-
~ • " __ · .... ·"..."c'~· 
r Start Compln. Name of Building Wo. 0 
, 
'of bdg. date an~ its Location 
I 
· I 
· .' 
--
~ 
· · 
. 17895 Park Free Bchool . 
~ 
, 
. 
17s9s !v:ethodist Bunday School 
-
• 
. " 
, 
The .Ra.ce Stand 
" . pre 
1790 (on Crookes Moor) . 
. 
. 
. 
· 11 Apr Howard Street Chapel 
· " 1790 
. 
June The Parish Church -
. 
1790s · partially rebuilt . . 
.. 
27 July 1794s The Barracks' 
- 1792 
. ~beyond. ::Shales Moor ~,' " 
. ' 
. . 
'!~iy 9, Jan ~'he NeW' Coffee House 
· 1793 . . 1794 (George, st .. ) , . . . 
s 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. . . : 
. 
" . . 
.. 
.. 
? 
· 
J. , .. ~ . -. 
, ' . • 
--~ _.-------~ ..... ~'111111.!.'-~, .. ~"'f'"~ 
, Function' Siz-s Bdg. 
Matl. 
. 
. , 
. 
Sheffield National 
District ,Society 
school 
. 
-
. 
. 
'. 
. 
0 
Dissenters 
, 
-' .. 
. 
, 
. 
, 
. 
• 
Cavalr,y barracks Accom.200 S 
• " .' 
. 
• 
. 
, . 
. 
A coffee house 
- , ' . 
. 
. 
. . 
-" ...,. . 
.' ~ " 
". 
. 
. 
. ' , 
-
- ± 
.","*::£1 . g 
----_ ... ,,., .. ,..., ... -:~---~ -.. - ~.--
Source of Cost of 
Fina.nce Land 
£ 
. 
. Donations' 
Shares , 
-
. 
Donations 
-
. . 
Shares 
' ' 
. 
. 
', .. 
.. 
. 
= - .-
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
-
E.3CO 
. 
E. 1,000 
. 
. 
E. 10,000 
) 
' -. 
·1,030+ 
. 
. 
.,;;)JItlP, iflM~ .,P#,i 
. 
. 
I 
"~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
.. 
rro. I Start . C~ln·1 ' Name of BuUding. 
of ·bdg~ date an~ its Location 
Function' Siz:a I Bdg. I Source' of I Cost of I Cost of M~tl. Finance Land Building £ £ 
5D65 I ~ Sept 1--4 Oct The ~eneral Infirma~ 
1793 1797 (n.w •. of the town) 
Medical treatment to Site. 31 S I.D ona ti'ons I 5,991 I 17,697 
in':'patients and out- acres 
patients 
SDS6 
::;D57 
SD68 
SD69 
SD70 
SD71 
17955 
17955 
., 
C.P."! I' Jan 
.' 1797 
post 
flov . 
1800 
6 Oct 
1805 
MethOd.i5t Ghapel 
(Bridgehouses) 
.The Assay Uffice 
(Fargate) 
The School of Industry 
(Hartshead.) 
The Parish Ghurch -
extensive renovation 
Carver Ztreet Chapel 
(Cadman's ~ields) 
Quaker 1!eeting House -
rebuilt (Hartsh~ad) 
Testing & marking of 
articles of plate 
manufactured iIi 
Shef'1"ield 
Teaching poor children 
to read, knit and sew 
• 
:~ethodist Gonnexion· 
,..-. 
.. 
"Sma.ll" s E. 500 
E. 500 
Accom. 3000 s 
• 
. 
Accoin. 1400 B Donations .250 4,720Q 
Accom •. 1200 B E. 2.,000 ~ 
. '- .' 1.' _ , ..... '. vb": .." :. L_.. .._I.:.... .... • • ,.l,... 
_"_ .... _._~.~. __ ~_"..Y • ..,.,,..,"".~ ''''''''_'''''_'''~''''''''''''''''''--=.~''::'''':'..:.''::''":.~'''' "".":""".:tc:, :;:, ," :::;::: .. -.:,;~·"c:,···""''" -----:--". " ......... " ,,. '''''.,~ : .. " 
WOe 
SD72 
SD73 
S;)7'+ 
SP75 
SD}6 
Start 
'of bdg. 
Compln. 
date 
FOst 1-" pre 
1790' 1808 
23 June 
1808 
. C.p._ 
" 
C.p.? 
. . 
19 Apr 
1810 
pre 
1809 
50 June 
. 1809 
1. Jan 
1810s 
SD77 ._ 'I 1812 - -l11' Oct 
'_ .:. . . 18\3 
- . . 
" .. -,'. 
. 
SD73 1811l-S 
Name of Building 
ancr its Location 
Ecclesall G-aol 
(Bright St.) 
The Town Hall 
(Haymarket) 
Function-
Debtors' prison be~ 
longing to Ecclesall 
•. Court Baron 
Venue for W.R. Quarter 
Sessions, Town Trust 
meetings, Court of 
Requests &: other pub-
lic business. Prison 
incorporated 
Ecclesall Bierlo~ Court Venue for Court of 
House (Tudor St., Little Requests for Manor of 
Sheffield) Ecclesal~ 
The Lancasterian School 
(Gibraltar St.) 
The Public Pewsroom 
(old Church Yard) 
The National School 
(Ca~er St.) 
Townhead Chapel 
(Town.~ea:d· Cross) 
. -
B oys ~ school 
Day-school'for boys 
and girls; 
" .... ,. 
Baptist 
• 
SiZ'8 
Accom. 1000 
Accom. 500+ 
I Bdg. 
I MatI. 
S 
• 
Source' of I Cost of I Cost of 
Finance Land Building £ £ 
Donations Gift 
I Charity fu'ndsl Gift 5,600 
(T.T.) , 
Poor rate 
• Cutlers', Co. 
funds 
Donations 
Donations '& 
Nat. Soc,. 
grant 
700 
E. 1 ,COO 
L 1 
I - , 
__ . ~_ •• _~ ...:.._+ __ .,,~L'."'''''_''''''''.'''''\n'''_''~''''- ..... L .... · L .:'~L._ .. l"..... 1. ~-' ' __ ~_"~"~~"~"""""""1.""'_"'''''''~'''_!':':'I~-r.:~~~ c '" •• " •• _. ____ c,._ ,_ ••• _~_ ...:.~ "~~_"·.: ... _,l':. ~.----
~ 
~ 
0\ 
I' 
No. 
SD79 
SD80 
SD81 
SD82 
SD33 
SD81f. 
SD85 
SDB6 
Start 
of bdg. 
, 
C.p. 
CePe 
c.p. 
.c.p.? 
I. 
Compln. 
date 
pre 
1816 
1816 
1 Mav 
181{ 
c.1817 
Jan 
1818 
22 Aug' 
1818 
1820s 
22 Apr 
1821 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Lor~'s House 
(Norfolk RolY) 
Lancasterian School for 
Girls (Gibraltar St.) 
The Catholic Chapel 
(Norfolk .. T{cm) 
The Subscription News-
room (East Parade) 
The Town Libra~ - new 
premises (George St.) 
The Gaol 
(ScQtlanti St.) 
Independent Methodist 
Chapel (Bo\7 St.) 
, 
New Indenendent Me~~odist 
Chapel (Church St.) 
Function; 
Roman Catholic chapel 
pwned by the Duke of 
Norfolk . 
400 girls taught· 
Subscription librar,y 
Duke of Norfolk's 
debtors' prison 
, "', 
• 
Sizs 
"Large'" . 
.' 
"' __ L--~----~_""""""""-=-.k,-. ...--,,~--J,- L,." •• ___ .. 
- ~- ." - .. _--- --_.-. ..-~ .. -....... -.-.--~--,..,""::"~---.-..,..-' .. 
Bd.g. 
MatI. 
Source- of 
Finance 
B& S IBenefactor: 
B 
Duke of 
Norfolk &: 
donations 
Duke of, 
Norfolk 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
• 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E. 1,.000 
E. 1,000 
E.1,OOO 
~ 
~ 
-.J 
' .. ~-..-w""~ ~,., ,..t:.'4~'_" po ! ..... J71' t .. 
-----
. 
, 
IqtU"t -I Compln. 
of ,bdg. date 
SD87 19'July 2.9 .. June 
1821 • 1825 
S~88 I 26 septl 13 Ju~ 
1822 1828 
. 
i .SD89 I 21 Oct I 27 July 
1822 . 1823 
SD90 I 31 l~ar_1 Dec 
1823·' 1825 
5D91 
5D92 I 
5D93 
- -,.': .' 
~.~ ~ ~: , .. ;:.~ 
.... r., • 
SD94 
, Oct 
1823 
6 Apr I 
1825., 
. 4 Aug 
1825 
. 
July 
1826 
r 11 Apr. 
.1825 
3 JuljC 
. 1~25-
tiay 
1827 . 
N&e of Building 
an~ its Location 
St. George's Church 
(Broad Lane) 
St. Philip's Church 
(Infirmary Road) 
Ebenezer Charel 
(Shales Moor 
The New Music Hall 
(Surrey St .. ) 
' .-
The Free Grammar School 
(Broad Lane) 
The Boys' Charity School' 
- rebuilt. (Church Yard) 
Cooke's Olympic Circus 
(Sycamore St~) 
Hospital of Gilbert, 
Earl of Shrewsbury -
rebuilt (overlooking 
l_._~_J~ __ ~J .... ~,~ __ l.::~:~ 
... ,-- ,--.---~, 
Function' 
C/E 
C/E 
Wesleyan Methodist.· 
I Music saloon/lecture 
room, subscription 
library, newsroom, 
merchants' exchane~ 
25 boys taught 
• 
...... ~. 
Chapel and almshouses 
Sim 
Accom. 1933 
900' sq. yd. 
Accom. 2000 
832' sq. yd. 
I Accom. 15'79 
J 
Site 2400 
sg. yd. 
Accom. 100 
36 
dwellings 
~- .;~-: _:..:: ..... ::--:"'~~ '"7'",: .. ;¢.!;-.,:, .. ,:;.;:.".::,:;:~:.:;.':':. 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
S 
S 
S 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
ParI. grant 
ParI. grant 
Shares 
Subns. and 
donations 
Subns. 
.. or- ~ •. -:. -.",,-:-!~ ,,,,-1' __ .. ,""'.,:. .•.. 
Cost of 
La.."ld 
£ 
Gift 
Gift 
Leased. 
Gift 
Cost or 
Building 
~ 
15,181 
13,116 
4-,069 
E. 10,000 
• 
1,600' 
3,000 
E. 1,009 • 
10,183 I~ 
·~-:r:-;:;:~'-"7..;";i:-, ::..~~. ' .... ;~ .. ,::~ \::,." ,~'.';';' ... .:-,. " 
.. 
· 
}fo. Start Ccmpln. Iia.:ne o£ Building· 
of ·bclg~ date and'its Location 
i 
'-. 
12 .Oct 21 July St. Marv's Church· 
1826 '1830 (Bramha'll Lane) 
7 J:.ay 19 AUf?: The New Nether Chapel 
1~27 1828 (Norfolk St.) 
. I 
• co 
. 1827'"' Birley's Free Writing 
School - rebuilt (School 
Croft) 
.. 
. 
. 
· 
8 June ' The Methodist Connexion 
. 1828 Chapel (South St.) 
s 
· 
. 
. 
25 rrov·· The Corn Exchange 
·1828 (The Park) 
s 
. 
. 
. 
24 May Scotland St. Chapel -s 
. 1829 rebuilt 
. - , 
c .. 1827 30 June Ecclesall Bazaar . 
· 1829 (Sheffield Moor) 
S 
. , 
. ' . 
. 
. 
'\ ... 
C.P •• 4. Feb The Post Office 
· 
,·1828 . (Arundel St.) 
. 
s 
. 
· 
. 
"~.-.~-.-~.,,--.--,.-- ~-
Function' Si~ Bdg. 
Ib.tl. 
C/E 
. Ac'c om •. 2000 
Independent "Spacious" B 
374.' sq. yd. 
-
. 
Accom. ·30 
. . 
. 
New Connexion Accom. 1000 
.' 
Methodist 
. , 
Corn exchange - part "Large" S 
of the new Sheffield 
Market scheme 1827-30 
• 
' New Connexion 
Methoiist . • 
. 
Market place sur-
rounaed by shops 
, . 
. 
, 
. . : 
. A house 
, 
. 
-
. 
-
. 
Souroe' of Cost of Cost of 
Finance Lwa. Building 
£ r' 
ParI •. grant. Gift 13,927 
Donations E. 2,000 
. 
Chari ty funds E. 800 
. E. 2,500 
. 
Entrepreneur: E. 12,000 
Duke of· 
Norfolk .. 
E. 1 ,000 
-
. 
Entrepreneur: ·:E. 5,000 
Earl Fitz-
willia.::1 . . 
. . 
" 
- I , 
I , , 
"'.,-,~. 
-
._~ ____ .,...-.--- _0''' .. ,"._ 
--
, 
~ 
~ 
\.D 
No. I Start Compln. 
'of' ,bag. date 
sn;o31 9 ;UIY r; July 
1828' 1829 
SD1~1 C.P. 
,Aug 
1'328 
SD105 
SD1061 1830 
SD107 
SD108 " • # 
. 
18 June 
1829 
1829s 
7 Jan 
1831 
• 
1830s 
1831 s 
. 
" 
Nace of Building 
and? its Location 
Sheffield Medical Ins-
titution (Surrey St.) 
The New Workhouse 
(a converted mill in 
Kelham st.) 
In:rant School 
(The Park) 
Wasleyan Chapel 
(Duke St.) 
Infant School 
(Hermitage 'St.) 
Lancasterian Infant 
School (Bowling ~reen 
St.) 
Wesl~an Protestant 
llethodist Cha1 ~ 1_' 
St. ~ , 
Function' 
Medical & anatomical 
• I academy for the town' s 
medical students 
Si~ 
Accom. 600 
Chapel &.Sunday schooll Accom.2000 
• 
,.. .... ,. 
Accom. 500 
'. 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
s 
Source' of' 
Finance 
Subns. 
Poor rate 
Donations 
Be.nefactor: 
R. Hodgson & 
• Idona t ions 
• 
Cost of 
Land 
p. 
Leased 
750 
Cost of 
Building 
!' 
E.1,COO 
Conversion 
3,000 
E. 800 
2,000 
E. ,800 
E. 800 
'Under 
. 3,000 
(E. 1,500) 
~.L""":"'---- t.....- • ~ ,L .. 
-.-~C::--'--. ~~.----:"""--~ ~ 
_ ~_.. ,- ,"' _"'~'". '~~. '.: c', <~~-i~ ~ 
+=0-
V1 
o 
.. ' 
No. I St~t I Compln. 
o-t 'bag~ date 
SD~J :c,P. l;: June 
1832 
Nac1e of Building· 
ana: its Location 
Sheffield Public·Dis-· 
pensary (Tudor St.)· . 
Function' 
Medical relief to out-
patients 
Siz:a Bdg. 
M~tl. 
Source' of I Cost of I Cost of 
Finance Land Building 
£ £ 
" __ ~""::"'~I.._ .• -...._,_"..;....-._ ..... _ L.. ....... - .. ------~--.. ~~....:::-=;:~_::=::::~~;c~~.:?:::;;;Et=~-::· .. ~;: --~-=.;;,:~:::;:::;::,:~~~::::.:;::::::;::.---- ;. ·.i--::r .' •... ..:~=-·~~:;-=-::.~~'~c~-··-:·~-·-=·~::;·:.:,.~·, 
Wo. 
'" 
Start 
o~b~. 
Compln. 
date 
50117.1 C.P. 'f '--1833 
SD118 •. 18335 
, 
" 
SD119 1-833 • J 13 Feb 
1834-
, 
SD120 I 7 April 
,1334-
SD121 I 
SD122 
S~123120 JUl~ 
1835 
SD1241 23 Sept 
1835 
.... -1. ... , 
12 May 
,1835 
::l 183t.. 
1834. s 
c.Aug 
1836 
July 
1836 
j 
Name of Building 
and' its Loc& tion 
Function' 
Shef~ield Public Dispen- IRelief of the sick~ 
sary {West St.) lame poor 
Norfolk St. Wesleyan 
Chapel - enlargement 
Bridge Houses Chapel -
rebuilt (Rock St.) . 
-
Wesleyan Methodist 
. 
Si~ 
0A house" 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
Source' of 
Finance 
Cost of 
Land 
. .£ 
Cost. of 
Building 
.£ 
E. 1,000 
Mount Zion Chapel 
(Westfield Terrace) 
Accom. 1000 I B &: S E. 5,000 
C~rver St. Chapel School 
The Commercial Buildings 
(High St.) 
Bethel Primitive' 
~~eth.odist Chapel (Coal 
Pit Lane) 
Sheffield Collegiate 
School (nr.Broomhall)· 
J 
Post office, newsroom, 
offices 
• I 
2 ~toreys 
Accom. 1800 
- ,...'" School for boys, giving Accoin~ 120 
classical &: commercial 
education on rrinciple' , 
of C/E 
.... 
B 
. 
s 
£25 shares 
• 
£25 shares 
E. 800 
5,oooQ 
3,OOO~ 
9 1 ,000 " 
~ 
VI 
N 
• ___ ._~."_______ __'_,".~_._._.", __ ._.," ':_ _ ~ v'~~~ .. ~ ~.-~----- '""':~~.,--~~_.~=~~~~_~:"" 
110. 
SD125 
SD126 
SD127 
SD128 
,start 
'of ,bag. 
Compln. 
date 
C~P.?· I 20 Dec 
• 1835 
29' June 
1836 
30 July 
183G 
I-
1836s 
I 
SD1291 28 Sept 26·July 
1836 :. .1838 
I ~ 
'j 
1836s SD1301 
'. f • 
.' 
SD1.31 . , ' . .1 . '1836s 
.' .- .. 
• 
. 
I' 
\ . L 
Name of Building 
a.nd' its Loca.tion 
The Operative Cons.erva-?: 
tive Newsroom ~Chapel 
Walk). 
The Botanical Gardens 
(it miles s.w. of town) 
Sheffield General, 
Cemete~ (Ecclesall 
Bierlow) 
Norfolk St. Wesleyan' 
Chapel School (nr. . 
chapel) 
St. John the Evangelist 
Trustee Church (Park 
Hill) 
The Catholic School 
(Surrey St.) 
The Public Baths 
(Glossop Road)' 
Function' 
Gardens including 
various buildings 
Chapel & cemete~ 
su...~ounds 
C/E 
,.. ,.,.,. 
• 
Public baths &~room 
over, sui table' for'· 
lectures)or newsroo~ 
subscription.library~ 
Also 15 houses 
Sim3 
Site 18 
acres 
n, 
"Large 
Aceom. 1200 
. Aceom •. 80 
Large room 
·216 sq. yd. 
Bdg. 
Matl. 
S 
B~S 
SOurC9' of 
Finance 
£20 shares 
£25 shares 
£20 shares 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Gift 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
Total cost 
16_0CO 
(E. 5;060) 
Under 
13,000 
(E. 7 ,OGO)· . 
E. 800 
, 3,440 . 
E.1,OOO 
c •. 8,000 
• f. 
~ 
V1 
\,H 
·l ___ .. _ •. ,, __ .~.~ _______ ~"!:F"""", .. ~ -o;c----.-. _ ..__ ....... -:-;;; .. r ._ ...... .. .. ~~'I ~:"i, ".':..~::...:::...J 
~ ::: .. i~-:::~:':-:;:;': ;.i~:;...,;...:..-
nO.' t Start', I Compln. 
i o~ bdg. c1ate 
r-- I '. -1'-I 8D132. 1.836 ' . 1837 
SD133 
SD131 .. 
II' " 
! 8D135 
SD136 
nost 
.1835" 
c.P. 
pre 
1837 
1840 
10 Apr 
1839' 
"p"ost I ,13' Oct 
11 Jan 1843 
1839' 
Name of Building 
anal its Location' 
The Circus and Theatre 
(opp.' Cattle Market) 
The Vapour Baths 
(portobello) 
Wesleyan Proprietary 
College .. 
Eldon St. and. Portrnahon 
Chapel 
The Fever Hospital 
(nr. Infirmary) 
/ 
Function' Siz:e 
Building for drama. tic I 850 sq. yd~ 
-& equestrian perfor-
mances, 
Suite of medicated 
vapour,baths 
Boarding school for 
boys~ teaching clas-
sics, co;:nmerce, 
science 
Ba.ptist 
Used as general wards 
for Infirmary 
• 
,..") 
I 
Accom. 200 
• 
BdB. 
Matl~ 
s 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
£25 shares 
£10' shares 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
4,218 ' 
• 
Cost of: 
Building 
£ 
" 
6~oooq· 
19',752.' 
5,oooQ 
~ 
V1 
~ 
.~".~ .... -_~~ L~~~~~~:'~~~:::~::~ 
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Sources for Sheffield Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Register 
Hallamshire 
End. Char. Sd. 
- J. Thomas, The Local Register and Chronological 
Account of Occurrences and Facts Connected with 
·the Town and Neighbourhood of·Sheffield (Sheffield, 
1830). 
- J. Hunter, Hallamshire: The History and TopOgraphy 
of the Parish of Sheffield in the County of York. 
(A. Gatty's edn. 1869)~ 
- Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the City of Sheffield 
(P.P. 1891; LXVII, part 6). 
18th C. Sheffield - R. E. Leader, Sheffield in the Eighteenth Century 
(Sheffield, 1901). 
Cutlers' History - R. E. Leader, History of the Company of Cutlers: 
in Hallamshire in the County of York (Sheffield, 
1905 &; 6). 
SD1 
SD2 
SD3 
SD4 
SD5 
SD6 
-SD1 
SD8 
S~ 
SD10 
SD11 
Register p. 3. 
Ibid. pp. 6, 19. 
Ibid. pp. 6, 18. 
Ibid. p. 12. 
Ibid. p. 12. 
Sheffield 1833 D. p. 21. 
18th C. Sheffield p. 262. 
Reeister p. 18. 
Ibid. pp. 19, 21; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 320-2. 
18th C. Sheffield p. 262. 
A. Catty, Sheffield: Past and Present (1813), pp. 16-1; 1Q1h 
C. Sheffield pp. 218-9; Cutlers' Historx I, pp. 118-83; M. 
Walton, Sheffield its Story and its Achievements (4th edn. 
Sheffield, 1968), p. 76. . 
SD12 Register p. 24; End. Char. Sd. p. 425. 
456 
SD13 Register p. 25; W. White, 1837 D. p. 89; Hallamshire p. 315. 
SD14 Register p. 26; Hallamshire pp. 318-19. 
SD15 Register p. 50. 
SD16 Ibid. p. 40. 
SD11 Hallamshire pp. 153-4; J. D. Leader, The Records of the Bur e 
. of Sheffield, common!y' called the Town T~st Sheffield, 1897 , 
pp. 211-86; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 2;8, 262-4. 
SD18 Sheffield 1828 D. pp. xlix-I; . W. White, 1837 D. p. 13; Hallam-
shire pp. 292-3; . End Char. Sd. p. 651. 
SD19 Sheffield 1114 D. appendix; Sheffield 1828 D. pp. liz-Ix; 
111d Char. Sd. p. 433. 
SD20 Register p. 32. 
SD21 S.C.A. MD 2019, "An Account Book of the Charity School for 
Poor Doys, Sheffield" (1106-1821), fos. 13-20; Sheffield 1714 D. 
appendix; Hallamshire pp. 320-1. 
SD22 Sheffield 1828 D. p. Ii; W. White, 1831 D. pp. 14, 78; Hallam-
shire p. 296. 
SD23 Sheffield 1174 D~ appendix; Sheffield 1828 D. pp. xliv-v; 
Register pp. 34-5; Hallamshire pp. 156, 273-5. 
SD24 Sheffield 1774 D. appendix; Sheffield 1797:D. p. 15; Hallam-
shire p. 321 •. 
457 
SD25 18th C. Sheffield pp. 320-3. 
SD26 18th C. Sheffield pp. 220, 238; Cutlers' History I, pp. 183-9. 
SD27 
SD28 
SD29 
SD30 
SD31 
Register pp. 38, 40-1; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 322-3. 
18th C. Sheffield p. 289. 
Register pp. 40-1. 
Ibid. p. 41. 
Ibid. p. 41; T. A. Seed, Norfolk Street Wesleyan Chanel, Sheffield 
(1900), pp. 15-16. 
SD32 Hallamshire p. 302; T. A. Seed, ~. cit. pp. 15-24~ 
SD33 
SD34 
Register p. 47. 
J. Everett, Historical Sketches of Wesleyan Methodism in Sheffield 
and its Vicinity (Sheffield, 1823), pp. 111-13. 
SD35 J. Everett, Ope cit. pp. 111-13; T. A. Seed, Ope cit. p. 25 •. 
SD36 
SD37 
SD38 
SD39 
SD40 
SD41 
SD42 
Register p. 48. 
18th C. Sheffield p. 134. 
Sheffield 1774 D. appendix; 18th C. Sheffield p. 135. For 
background information see F. T. Wood, "Sheffield Theatres in 
the 18th Century", Hunter Soc. VI, (1946), passim. 
A. Gatty, oZ. cit. p. 204. 
Register p.' 49. 
T. A. Seed, OPe cit. pp. 31-2. 
T. A. Ward, A Short Account of the Sheffield Lihra.!',,!, Its Founders, 
Presidents and Librarians (Sheffield, 1825), pp. 4-6. 
SD43 Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 16-17; E. ]aines, 1822 D •. p. 285; A. 
Gatty, ~. cit. p. 140. 
SD44 Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 9-12. 
SD45 Sheffield 1828 D. p. li; Register p. 53. 
SD46 End. Char. Sd. p~ 603. 
SD47 Halla.~shire p. 306. 
SD48 S.C.A. Ms. Wile D256, minutes of meeting about rebuilding the 
theatre, 30 Dec. 1776; Register p. 52. 
SD49 18th C. Sheffield p. 171; J. H. Turner, The Annals of l,vakefield 
House of Correction (Bingley, 1904), p. 113. 
SD50 Sheffield 1828 D. p. liv; T. A. Seed, OPe cit. pp. 40-42. 
" 
458 
SD51 Sheffield 1828 D. p. liii; Register p. 56; T. A. Seed, ~ 
.£ih pp. 235-7. 
SD52 Sheffield 1828 D. p. lii. 
SD5~ Sheffield 1797D. p. 10; Sheffield 1828 D. p. liii. 
SD54 Sheffield 1797 D. p. 16; Sheffield 1828 D. p. xxxiv; W. White, 
1837 D. pp. 48-49; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 166-9. 
SD55 Sheffield 1797 D.pp. 13-14; Hallamshire p. 322. 
SD56 Sheffield 1797'D. p. 9; Sheffield 1828 D. p. xlvi; W, White, 
1837 D. p. 71; Register pp. 60. 62-3. 
SD57 W. ~te, 1837 D. p. 91. 
SD58 Ibid. p. 79 • 
. SD59 T. A. Seed, Ope cit. p; 215. 
SD60 Register p. 64. 
SD61 Sheffield 1797 D. p. 10; Sheffield 1828 D. p. l1i; Register 
p. 62. 
SD62 Register p. 64. 
SD63 Ibid. p. 70; Sheffield 1833 D. p. 59; W. White, 1837 D. p. 94. 
SD64 S.C.A. Wil D~-260, _~ticlee of agreement ~or erection, 23 May 
1793; Regioter p. 74. 
SD65 Sheffield 1797 D. p. 13; Sheffield 1828 ~. p. lxi; Register 
pp. 10, 13, 18-9; \v. White, 1837 D. p. 81; J. D. Leader and 
S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Royal Infirmary (Sheffield, 
1897) • 
SD66 Sheffield 1828 D. 'P •. ~y; W. White, 1837 D. p. 75; Eallamshire 
p. 303. 
sn67 Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 16-17. 
SD68 Register p. 83. 
. 
SD69 Ibid., pp. 64, 68; W. White, 1837D~ p. 68; lIillamshire p. 235. 
SD70 Sheffield 1828 D. p. lv; T. A. Seed, Ope c1 t •. pp. 236-9. 
SD71 Sheffield 1828 D. pllYi; W. White, 1837 D.p'. 73. 
SD72 Hallamshire p. 160; A. Gatty, ·oP. cit. p. 196. 
SD73 w.n.Q.s. Gen. Index, Pontefract - April 1805, April 1809, 
April 1811; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 293; Register pp. 107, 111, 
113, 124-5; Sheffield 1833 D. p. 68; W. White, 1837 D. p. 93. 
SD74 Rep;inter p. 120; vi. vlhite, 1837 D. p. 94. 
SD75 Register p. 120; .fu:llamshire p. 330; :r-:nd. Char. Sd. p. 60B. 
(.: 
SD16 
SD11 
Register p. 123. 
S.C.A. IID1152, ItNinute Book of Sheffield lTational District 
Society" (181~-22); E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 291; Register p. 
130; W. White, 1831 D. p. 79. 
SD18 W. White, 1837 D. p. 14; Hallamshire p. 283. 
SD79 W. White, 1837 D. p. 13. 
SDSO E. Daines, 1822 D. p. 291; \{. vlhite, 1837 D. p. 19. 
SD81 Register p. 146; W. White, 1831 D. p. 13. 
SDS2 W. Whlte,1831 D. p. 83. 
SD83 T. A. Ward, Ope cit. pp. 9-10. 
SD84, Re~ister p. 155; W. White, 1837 D. p. 94 •. 
SD85 Sheffield 1828 D. p. lvii; W. White, 1837 D. p. 15. 
SD86 Register p. 164. 
SD81 Sheffield 1828 D .... pp. xlvi-vii; Hallamshire p. 218. 
459 
SD88 Sheffield 1828 D. p. xlvii; Register p. 198; W. White, 1837 D. 
" , p. 72; : Hallamshire p. 271. 
SD89 Sheffield 1828 D. p. lv; T. A. Seed, £P. cit. pp. 243-4. 
SD90 Sheffield 1828 D. pp. lxiii~v; Register pp. 169, 171, 180. 
SD91 Register PP. 110, 112, 182; End Char. Sd. PI'. 425-6. 
SD92 Register p. 181; W. White, 1831 D. p. 18; Hallamshire p. ,~21. 
SD93 Register p. 181. 
. 
SD94 Register PP. 112, 182, 191; W. White, 1831 D. p. 89; ~ 
Char. Sd. Pp. 465, 561. 
SD95 Sheffield 1828 D. p. xlviii; Ita,llamshire p. 218. 
SD96 Sheffield 1828 D. p. Ii; Register pp. 191, 199; W. White, 
1837 D. p. 74. 
SD91 W. \Vhite, 1837 D. p. 81. 
SD98 Sheffield 1828 D. p. lviii; Register p. 191; w. White, 1831 D. 
p. 15. 
SD99 Register PP. 191, 201; W. vlhi te, 1837 D. pp. 49, 62, 95; 
Hallamshire PI'. 191, 223-4. 
SD100 Register p. 205; Hallamshire p. 303. 
SD101 Register p. 205; w. ~~te, 1837 D. p. 95. 
SD102 Register p. 195. 
SD103 negister pp. 191-8; 205; W. White, 1831 D. p. 83. 
SD104 Register pp. 199, 205, 208; W. White, 1831 D. p. 92. 
SD105 Register p. 120; W. White, 1831 D. p. 80. 
460 
SD106 W. \</bite, 1831 D. p. 15; Hallamshire p. 303; T. A. Seed, .2l?!. 
ill.:. pp. 245-6. 
, 
SD101 W. White, 1831 D. p. 80. 
SD108 Ibid. p. 80. 
SD109 Ibid. p. 15; Hallamshire p. 303; S.C.A. N.R.14, "United 11ethodist 
Free Churches Special Chapel Sc~e.clule 1881". 
SD110 Sheffield 1833 D. p. 80; Hallamshire p. 326. 
SD111 w. ~~ite, 1837 D. pp. 94-5; Hallamshire p. 115; Cutlers' History 
pp. 190-3. 
SD112 W. White, 1831 D. pp~ 64-5. 
SD113 Ibid. p. 80. 
SD114 Ibid. p. 15; Hallamshire p. 303. 
SD115 W .. ~te, 1837 D. p. 75; T. A. Seed, Ope cit. p. 250. 
SD116 W. \ful te , 1837 D. pp. 89, 93. 
SD111 Ibid. p. 88; Hallamshire p. 326; End. Char. Sd. p. 110. 
SD118 W. White, 1831 D •. p.15. 
SD119 Ibid. p. 15; Hallamshire p. 303. 
SD120 Leeds l-1ercur:y 30 May 1835; W. White, 1831 D. p. 74; Hallamshire 
p. 301. 
SD121 W, White, 1831 D. p. 75. 
SD122 Ibid. p. 83. 
SD123 Ibid. p. 76~ 
SD124 Ibid. p. 81; Hallamshire p. 225; End'. Char. Sd. p. 482. 
SD125 W. White,1831 D. p. 83. 
SD126 Ibid. pp. 85-6. 
SD121 Ibid. p. 16; Hallamshire p. 303. 
SD128 W. White, 1831 D. p. 75. 
SD129 Ibid. p. 12; Hallamshire p. 278. 
SD130 W. White, 1831 D. p. 80; End. Char. Sd. p. 656. 
SD131 \1. Vhite, 1837 D. :P1'. 86-7. 
SD132 Ibid. p. 85. 
SD133 Ibid. p. 87. 
SD134 Ibid. p. 82; Hallamshire p. 227. 
SD 135 W. White, 1837 D. p. 74; Hallamshire p. 301. 
SD136 Sheffield 1845 D. p. 16; J. D. Leader and S. Snell, Ope cit. 
pp. 43-4, 139. 
, 
~FIELD PUBLIC BUILDINGS I 
No. 
VlD1 
'/iD2 
'1m3 
WDJf. 
WD5 
vro6 
WD7 
St3.rt 
o~ bdg. 
Compln. 
date 
I 'c.1100 
. C.P.? 
I. 
1315 
pre 
1276 
pre 
1277 
pre 
1284 
pre • 
1300 
1329 
early 
14th C. 
.pre 
.1323 . 
Name of Building 
an~its Location 
Function' 
Wakefield. Parish Church . IC/E 
(Market Place) 
A School 
The Tolbooth iJanorial pri~on 
(Market Place on Biche 
Hill) .. 
St. Swithin~s Chapel Chantry chapel 
Chapel of St. John the IChantry chapel 
Baptist (Leeds-Wakefield 
Road) 
Wakefield Parish Ghurch -I GIl!!' 
rebuilding 
'/' 
'rhe Marke t C ro s s 
(Market Place) " .... , 
.Le '.1odehalle iAanorial court house 
Siz:e 
• 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
Cost of 
Lafd 
• 
Cost of 
BuiJding 
~ 
/ 
~ 
0\ 
VI 
No. 
V,'D10 
WD11 
WD12 
WD13 
WD14 
WD15 
ViD16 
WD17 
Start 
of ·bdg~ 
0' 
\ o. 
0.1580 
Compln. 
date 
1090-
1347 
pre 
1383 
pre 
1384 
1461-
83 
pre 
'1388 
1470S 
c.1509-
- ~ 47 
pre· 
1581. 
Name of Building. 
antt its Location 
The Manorial Bakehouse 
( Bread-booth s) 
'l'he Manorial Gaol 
(Marygate) 
Function' Siza 
30 ~q. yd. 
The. Tolbooth or . Kidoote J Gaol with court house I 16 sq. ·yd. 
(Biche Hill, the Market above 
Place) 
The Market Cross 
(Kirkgate) 
Chapel of St. M~ 
Magdalene (Chald Lane) 
Chantry chapel 
1'Jakefield Parish Church I C/E 
_ rebuilding (Market • 
Place) 
The Moot Hall - rebuilt 
(south side of Pari~h 
Church) 
Leonard Bate' s . AIm=>-
houses (Brookbank,-
Westga.te) . . 
~anorial court house 
& residence of 
." , 
manorial stewapd 
Housed 5 poor people 
1200 sq." yd. 
... 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
S 
w 
Source of 
Finance 
Earls 
Warerme 
King ~dward 
IV 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Builaing 
.£ 
• 
.p. 
Cl' 
.p. 
}fo. 
'WD18 
WD19 
WD20 
WD21 
~ 
WD22 
1.'D23 
WD2h-
Start 
of' bag. 
c.P.?' 
. 
',C,.P. 
. 
I 
I 
C'1~~ I 
1662' 
, 
I 
e.p. ·1 
c.P. 
, . 
Compln. 
date 
15965 
1597s 
1612 
, 
pre 
1646 
1669 
c •. 1670 
Name o'f' Buil.ding 
an~ its Location 
The Grammar School 
(Goo~ybower ) 
The House of Correction 
(Westgate? ) 
-The House of Correction 
(Westgate) 
Cotton Horne's Alms-
houses 
The House of Correction 
_ r~paired (Westgate) 
William Hornets Alms-
houses 
Dissenters' Meeting _ 
- House (Flanshaw Lane) 
Function' 
,Free echool for 
teaching children" 
Prison where priso-
ners set on work 
House converted for 
use as a prison for 
prisoners committed 
by the West Riding 
1Jagis tra-tes 
Housed 10 poor women 
• 
Hoased 1 0 poo~ men 
• 
"",<<",&:,~",,~ __ ~~ ...... _-.....,.~~;~~~t$'~.a!, 
Siz:e 
• 
Bdg. 1 Source' of I Cost of 
MatI. Finance Land ' 
£ 
S & WI Benefa9tors: I Gift 
Savile 
family 
Benefactor: ' 
Cotton Horne 
Benefactor: 
Wm. Horne 
I , 
' ..'-':!M~~~~'" *;,[,,: .... 
Cost of 
Building 
t:' 
. . 
• 
100 
, 
, 
I I ' 
V1 
/ l ~ ~ __ ~""""-~._ .. __ -~". r-
No. Start " Compln. 
'of .bclg. . date 
. 
'11D25 C;P •• 1'-~689 
, 
1lD26 1"695 I 1697 
7.';)27 17th C.? 
-:' 
." 
WD28 I C.P.? 1704. 
WD29 1797
5 
WD30 
. , 17078 
. I" 
\ .. ", WD31 1710s 
Name of Building 
ana' its Location' 
The Yiorkhouse 
(vacant roc~s in the 
House· of Correction) 
Function' 
Empl~ing the poor'of 
Wakefield. 
Westgate Chapel or "Bell I Dissenter 
Chapel" (Westgate End) 
The·Moot Hall 
(Jlanor House Yard) 
" 
The Register Office 
The Chari~ School or 
Green Coat School 
The 'Market Cros s 
(Market Place) 
The Cloth Hall 
Manorial court ho'use & 
venue of W.R •. Quarter 
Sessions during 17th 
&: 18th C. 
Office for regist-
ration of deeds 
Children maintained & 
taught the 3 R's 
. 
Colonnaded area for 
markets with room 
above for public 
business 
,.,. '''j 
1'.~arket for cloth 
• 
Siz-s 
340 sq. yd. 
."-
Bdg. 
MatI. 
Source' of 
Finance 
Benefactors 
&: charity 
• I funds 
S 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Building _ £ . 
E. 300 
E. 200 
100+ 
(E. 150) 
. E. 500 
... " .l>'"'~'~Er:.w''' l.,<,-..... " ... : ... l~~-~~ ... , .. -".'-'< '>"' .• ""-'""",~"i"n_>';'''·'·'7.·'''"'''··~.I''-''''!'I'' .',-,..~~.....-- ·~ __ "_~~"~.2"::~:::::~--=-t~:~;;:,.;~:;;;;:;~~:,:.1.::;:;;;;.:..:.t::;~~r'-:'::;---:-~'-"':"->Q" :;;L;:;:;;;:;;;:;.:;:;;::i 
~ 
0\ 
0\ 
No. 
WD32 
iVD33 
WD31l- I 
WD35 I 
WD36 
WD37 
liD 38 
" 
I s~ I compln·1 Name of BuUding· I . Fu:lction' Siz:o Bag. I Source of I Cost of I Cost of of 'bdg~ date an~its Location lb.tl. Finance Land Building £ £ 
I C·.P. I.-~ 1716 The Friends' Meeting Hous~ (Kirkgate) Quaker 
. 
\ . 
I 
, I 
.. I 
.' 
, 
1717s Grammar School Librar,y Librar,y to serve the (Goodybower) Gr~mmar School pupils 
1724-s The Parish Church -
south' front rebuilt 
1727 I "I The Assembly Room..: . Assembly room and . 217 sq. yd~ . (ad.i. White Bart Hotel) I card room. Dinin~ 2 storeys 
mid 1 The Gr(!.nclstand 
18th C. (Wakefield Outwood) , 
1752 
1758 
Westgate Chapel 
( westgate) 
The Grammar School - a 
v~iting school.added 
(Goodybower). 
room and other rooms 
. beneath 
• 
Protestant dissenter 
,... ... 
\-
E. 100 
j' 
I E. 200 ,. I • 
. b J' 1 . ,-~., ~ .. I-""'~-1"~'-''''''''~~".-::::.::J .... " •• _ ........ " ... " •. ~._" ..... ~ •.• "".,.:~ .... _._ •.... ~ ---".-.,-.---- .. ~.; ••• ~ .. ,,,, _ .•. J.',.- . .... -~. t __ ._--I_< ... --,---~~- --
___ .. _ _ _ __ .. ~,.""' . ,_~- _._ .... __ . _ """""~ ".. __ ~ .. ='--~==-~ ... -.t.-"':~~.......----- ... ~''''' .",- -"'-
I 
, . 
,-
No. Start . ' Compln. Name of Building 
·of,bag. date and' its Looation: 
" 
. 
· "-
· 
. pre The Riding School. 
• 1765 (Westgate) . . 
.. 
. ' 
1766 1768 The House of Correction 
- rebuilt 
t 
. 
1770s 
-
The House of Correction 
· - Women's Prison 
. 
. 
C.p. ", 1772 . Friends' Meeting House (A -. D 1fT 1 
" 
gor~gg, onc.- ua...K:. 
P.oad) 
1m 
. 
:30 Aug 21 April '.'lesleyan Chapel 
, 1773 . 1774 (Thornhill St-.;) , \' 
. 
.. 
C.P.? pre A Thea.tre 
1776 . . (Bull Yard) v. 
. 
., 
c.P.? . pre ~ A Theatre 
. , 1776 (G-e.orge Yara) , , , . , 
I . . ' . . " 
\ .. ;:775 .' . 
, ' 
1776 '. The Theatre' 
. ' 
. (Westgate) .. 
. . 
, 
, 
WD 
I ' : , ' -
\ 
" . 
'. . 
Funotion' Siza 
, 
' . 
For milit~ gents. 
. . 
" 
County gaol 
. 
. 
. 
Quaker 
-
-
. 
. 
• 
~Tiny" 
. 
" 
, . 
"Tiny'! . 
. ' 
: ' , 
" , , 
!'" '), 
, 
' . 
. 
" 
, . 
. 
'. ", 
'. 
.. ".~.------.--.-
.. 'l---.. ,-_ .. ---....... -
Bdg. 
MatI. 
" 
. . 
• 
• 
. 
B 
-
Souroe of Cost of Cost of 
Finanoe Land Building 
£ £ 
, 
County rate 2,772 
, 
County rate E. 2,000 
I 
. , :' 
. . 0.500 . 
, 
. 
. ' 
. . 
. 
E.1,000 
. 
-
.• __ . ......! __ ---~_.- ,~.-.-- .. -."~,~.:~::::=...J 
~ 
0'\ (l) 
No. 
"ffi4.7 
YID4.8 
V!D49 
7lD50 
WD51 
. 
ilD52 
\m.53 
WD54 
Start 
of' bdg. 
, 
1777 
1,7.82 " 
C.P. 
. ,1788 
.5 Sep~ 
.1789 
Compln. 
date 
1778 
1782 
1787 
• 1795 
", 
N2.tle of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Tarr:Jrr'J J{a.ll 
(~eorge and Cro\vn Yard, 
\'Iooa·St. ) 
Zion Chapel 
(~eorge St.) 
The Dispensary 
(Church '!ard) 
The House of Correction 
- enlarged 
The Parish Church Vest~ 
(on east wall of Church) 
Function' 
Market for tarnmies·, 
. shalloons, worsteds 
& other woollen goods 
Independent 
Medical relief to out 
pati~nts 
Addi tional' wings with 
solitar,y cells & 
enclosing wall 
Sizs 
400 stalls 
'700 sq. yd • 
2 storeys 
Bdg.' 
MatI. 
Source' of 
Finance 
Shares & 
donations 
County rate 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
367 
70 
'cost of 
Building 
£ 
1 ,8CO+' 
E. 1,000 
E. 8,000 
E. 200' 
u' __ 'h:::;':';':";;;~;;;";:~:;;;;;;;;;::~~;~':'O';""---~' ,- ·f - ·"--::..-=---==---'"---:-'r-:::-:--::---:-;;.¥', ;;~--.. ' r""'" ;>:;..;~ 
. 
. 
· 
. , 
No. Start Compln. Name of Building Function' 
. Siz:e Bdg. Source' of Cost of Cost of 
of bdg. date an~ its Location 
Ma.tl. Finance Land Building 
. £; £; 
. 
. 
. • . , 
-
17965 WD55 c.p. ?' The S~bscription . , 
. Libr?-ry \ 
, ' . 
~ 
. . . ' 
. , 
WDS6, 
. • 
. 1798 The New Assembly Rooms 
E. 1,500 
'. 
(Crown Court) 
. 
-
. '. . 
. 
· 
WD57 pre 
The Poorhouse 
. 
. 1800 (George 'St.) . 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
• 1801 Salem Chapel Independent 
. E.1,000 
WD58 . . (George St.) · , ' , . 
. , 
f 
. 
-
. 
" 
WD59 1'800 1800 'The Kidcote ' 
Town prison : Site 63 sq • Town com- 51 s. 500 
· (George St.) yd. 
missioners 
• 
/ 
. 
. 
.. 
- 1802s wo60 . , The l~ethodist Chapel W~sleyan Methodist 
• E. 1,000 
(West Parade) . 
. 
• 
" 
, . 
. 
• 
, . 
" 
, . 
YlD61 1806. . 1809 The Court House 
Venue of West Riding 
. 5, County rate E. 5,000 
. 
, (Wood St.) . Quarter &: Pe tty 
. Sessions' 
· 
. 
., 
,..') , 
~ 
. 
" 
• 
. 
. 
--. 
'llD62 C.P.? • 1808 ~ The Newsroom 
Subscription news-
, room · 
. 
~ 
-
-' 
-
. 
--
'. . 
. 
-
, 
" 
J 
--
. 
• 
. 
---- ~-
-- -- ,-
' " I 
No. I S;~~ I Compln. 
0 ... oa.~ date 
Wn63 I G .l~.? 1"---1812 
V1IJ64 
vm65 C.P.? 
WDt36 C.P.? 
'HD67 I C.P. 
'i/1)68 
wn69 I 
wD70 , 
¥e'it 
1316 
Nov 
1017 
181~_ \. 
I-
1812 5 
1813 
1813 
c.1816 
23 Nov. 
1818 
1824-
-
Name o-r Building 
ancr its Location 
The School ot' Indas try 
(.!:Sond St.) 
.Lancasterian ~chool 
(Marge.ret ~t.) 
~'he Na. tional Schoo! 
(Cross St.) 
'l'he National School 
(Almshouse Lane) 
Green Coat ~chool for 
Girls (Frovidence S"t.) . 
'l'he west Riding Peuper 
Lunatic Asylum 
('.1a.lcet"ield outskirts) 
Tempora~JExtension to 
House of Correction 
The House or corr~~tion 
- 4';nl~rgea-
Function 
Boys & girls taught 
Boys "taught 
Girls taught 
Charity school for 
girls 
Siza 
liou0-ng and treating I Accom. 250 
~he insane in the 
/ 
county 
,,"'\ 
Cells, treadr~ll, 
governor's ho~se 
Bdg. 
MatI. 
B 
Source of 
Finance 
county rate 
County rate 
COlmty r~te 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Buildi...'1g 
/£ 
E. 1,000 
YID73"' C.P."? pre 
1822 
WD74. 
'lID75j 
'ifiJ76 
lID77 
pre 
1823 
182}8 
C.P.? I.· pre 
1824 
c.p.? 
._," 
pre • 
1ts24 
~. -'-
~he Post Office and 
~tamp O:ffice (Pos"!; OfficE 
Yard, t.1arket Place) 
Tn0 Clerk or the Peace's 
flf:fice (K2rkgate) 
The Pr1m1tive Methodist 
~hapel (Que.ec St.) 
The Manor o~ Wakefield 
Rolls Office (opp. 
Church .Yard) 
.. A School .. (nr. ".7ak.-Huddersf'ield 
Road) . 
~ 
Fun:tiO!l 
Gorn exchange and 
auction mart 
Siz:a 
Assemgly/concert room 12 sto~eys 
~new3r~om, li_rar,y & . 
dispensar,y . 
• 
..... '" 
BdB· 
Matl. 
Source' of I Cost of 
Finance, Lana 
£ 
~l1trepreneur: Thomas ishViorth 
s· t£2.5 shares 571 
Cost of 
BuilCing 
£ 
E. 2,COO 
.' 
4,600+. 
E. 1,000 
1iD78 C:P. '? , - 1824 J The. Dispensary , 
. '. (N'orthJ:>':~+o) ~ . 
__ ~_ .. ~ ~_ ._. __ ,_. ____ ~ __ ........ _ .. __ ~...:~.:::,~,: .... ~._""~.--:--L~~ .. ____ ._~_L-.-=_ .. __ -,~"'~q"., __ ~J...~~,c~:".,...-~j.":':;'~"~~~"' .;r':r'~-:: J ' .. "'... ,? ,. .5 ..• 
I· 
.J::o. 
-..l 
I\.: 
; 
No. 
WD79 
start 
of 'bdg~ 
I C .P.? 
Campln. 
date 
1H26 
I . 
I 
, 
~v-v80 1828
s 
I I 
WD81 . 182ts
S 
1';'1)82 C;P. J830 
18,29 
... .,.--.. 
1ID83 .' 1829
s 
wn34. c.P.? 1829 
-:m35 I C.P.? I 1830. 
.1829 
1ID36 pre 
1830 
Name of Building· 
an~ its Location 
I The House or Reccn·ery . 
tWestg~~e Common) 
I 
I Westgate Cha~l 
(Westgate) 
I The Catholic Chu~ch 
(Wentworth Terrace) 
Function" 
Hospital for fever 
cases 
Unitarian 
The Borough Police OfricelPOlice office, vagranc~ 
and Station" for Fire office, lock-up and 
Engines (r~ng Zt.) fire stat jon 
The Register Office -
enlargement 
The Infant Schoo1 
(Quebec' St.) 
The Museum 
(r~orth Gate) 
The ~esleyan Chapel 
(East Moor) 
• 
" ...... 
, . 
Siz:o 
...... 
_ .. _"_.f -.:......-__ ~c__J. . .. .~~_~~,:-::-,~~=~~--::,~~~:7,..,,~-.:~-,~:~"..,,~..L--.....,..,.-=.,.,,-.,.. . ..,.. 
Bdg. " 
Matl. 
• 
Source' of 
Finance 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E. 2,000 
. E. ~,OOO 
300 
~ 
-J 
~ 
,~~~,",:,,~~,~~~-.;~_ .... ~._,~_._,.~,_,_.-f : !'~.o::4:,,,. ht,~~Vt. it Z ~-:;:-.,.'''. '-
N"o. 
W~87 
WD83 
WD89 
1'.'D90 
~m91 
WD92 
WD93 
\1ID94 
\ 
... 
Start· 
of' bdg. 
C.-P. 
'. 
, 6 Feb" 
1S33 
24 'May , 
H337, 
~838' 
Compln. 
date 
18305 
1831 
6 Aug 
1tl34 
1836s 
1840' 
1837s 
1837s 
'~ 1839 
. 
Nee of Building 
an~ its Location 
The Pauper Lunatic 
Asylum - enlargement 
The Dispensar-J 
(Barstow Sq.) 
The !lest Riding 
Proprieta~ School 
(Northgafe) 
Methodist Chapel -
enlareement (~est Parade) 
The Corn Exchange 
(Westgate) 
The Pauper Lunatic 
Asylum - enlargement 
The House of' Correction 
- enlargement 
'Trinity Church 
Function' 
Provided commercial 
education f'or middle-
class. boys 
Siz:e 
c. 
Corn exchange, shops, ISite 2000 
coffee rooms, offices sq.·yd~ 
& cocmittee roo~s 
• 
, ..... ""\ 
CtE n Sma.ll n 
Bc1B. 
MatI. 
Source- of 
Finance 
£25 shares 
S & B 1£25 shares 
___ ~ .._~_,,,". .. .,~"_~=,_"~_ ••• ,.L M_' ._._ ., 
__ ~ _____ ~. __ .~_!.. __ <.~~~";"'?;':":;!.::;;;;;;;:;~:~::~-:I~~-,.",-.. ~, c, ._~~.--:~"--" 
Cost of 
Land 
£ 
5,780 
I' 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
1 E. 7,800 
9,044:1- . 
5,100q 
Gift E. 3,000 
".,--;~~~~'--+,;:;;eAi .. ~,{.,I$"'$1}""i"'''''-~ 
r 
-'----
No. 
WJ)95 
V,'1)96 
~ 
Start 
"of bdg. 
.. 
>:~::'~ .... ; I .. : .{" I 
. 
\ 
Compln. 
date 
183~s 
10 July 
1839 
Name of Building 
an~ its Location 
Funotion" 
Crowther' s Alm~hou"ses I Row of almshouses for 
(Geo~ge St.) • dissenters 
The Zoological Gardens 
(Back Lane) 
. -
.' . 
• 
" ..... J. 
Siz-s 
~, t--. """''''LJ."-::"",.::,.."c_,,:,,..-,.~J ' .,_C·';···c.,:,,,,,-,,,w.-'C'· .2:,' 
Bdg. 
Matl. 
• 
J 
Souroe of 
Finance 
Benefac"tor: 
Caleb 
Crowther 
Cost of· 
Land 
£ 
Cost of 
Building 
£ 
E.1,OOO 
E. 2,000· 
.,_. __ ~ ... ~<.J."""" • .-'~d_. 
~ 
-.l 
V1 
Sources for Wakefield Gazetteer 
Abbreviations and short titles: 
Wakefield 
End. Char.'Wd. 
- J. W. Walker, Wakefield its History and People 
(Wakefield, 1934). 
- Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities 
(England and Wales) - Report on the Parish of 
Wakefield (P.P. 1899, LXXIII). 
476 
WD1 
WD2, 
WD} 
WD4 
WD5 
wn6 
WD1 
VlD8 
WD10 
WD11 
WD12 
WD13 
WD14 
WD15 
WD16 
WD11 
WD18 
WD19 
WD20 
WD21 
WD22 
WD23 
WD24 
WD25 
WD26 
E. Baines. 1822 D. p. 423; Wakefield p. 153. 
Wakefield p. 316. 
Ibid. p. 114. 
Ibid. p. 193. 
Ibid. p. 184. 
E. Baines. 1822 D. p. 423; Wakefield pp. 156-8. 
Wakefield p. 116. 
Ibid. pp. 15-6, 128. 
E., Baines, 1822 D. p. 423; Wakefield pp.'191-8. 
Wakefield pp. 85. 115. 
Ibid. p. 443. 
Ibid. pp. 89, 114. 413. 
Ibid. pp. 145, 403. 
Ibid. pp. 190-2. 
Ibid. pp. 164-6. 
Ibid. p. 118. 
End. Char. Wd. p. 519; Wakefield p. 192. 
411 
End. Char. \.,rd. pp. 510, 609; \vakefield pp.' 319-20. Additional 
data in M. H. Peacock, The'History of Wakefield Grammar School 
(1892). 
w. S. Banks, Walks in Yorkshire: Wakefield a,nd itg Neighbourhood 
(Wakefield, 1871), pp. 91-3; Wakefield (2nd edn.), p. 425. 
Additional data in J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of ~orrection ' (1904). 
Wakefield (2nd edn.), p. 425. 
End. Char. Wd. pp. 519-80. 
J. H. Turner, Ope cit. p. 61. 
End. Char. Wd. p. 581. 
Wakefield pp. 307, 309. 
J. H. Turner, Ope cit. pp. 74-7. 
Wakefield pp. 308-9. 
WD21 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 422; W. S. Banks, Ope cit. p. 41; Wakefield 
pp. 88, 482. 
478 
WD28 W. S. ]anks, OPe cit. p. 37; W. White,1853 D. p. 347; Wakefield 
p. 347. 
WD29 W. S. ]anks, Ope cit. p. 45; Wakefield pp. 323-5. Additional 
data in M. H. Peacock, History of the Wakefield Green Coat 
School (1928). 
WD30 E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 420; W. S. ]anks. Ope cit. p. 45. 
WD31 vlakefield p. 343. 
WD32 Ibid. p. 311. 
WD33 End. Char. ""d. p. 609. 
WD34 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 423. 
WD35 Wakefield pp. 400, 434. 448. 
WD36 Ibid. p. 432. 
WD31 W. S. Banks, Ope cit. p. 90; Wakefield pp. 309-10. 
WD38 End. Char. Wd. p. 609. 
WD39 bl..:.. 16 April 1765. 
WD40 Ibid. 22 July 1766; W. S. Eanks, Ope cit. p. 11; J. B. Turner, 
OPe cit. p. 88. 
WD41 W. S. ]anks, Ope cit. p. 91; J. H. Turner, Ope cit. p. 90. 
WD42 Wakefield p. 311. 
WD43 Ibid. 1'1'. 311, 314. 
WD44 Ibid. p. 434. 
WD45 Ibid. p. 434. 
WD46 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 424; Wakefield rp. 434-5. 
WD41 Wakefield Tammy Hall Papers: Abstract of Title of the Trustees 
••••• to the said Tammy Hall ••••• 1829; Expte. Wood - 1829 -
statement of Facts to accompany Abstract of Title. . 
ypiversal ]ritish Directory (1793), p1'. 654-5; Wakefield p1'. 
344-5. 
WD48 E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 423; w. Parsons and W. vlhite,1830 D. 
1'p. 348-9; Wakefield p. 312. 
WD49 Wakefield 1'p. 400-1. 
WD50 Universa.l British Directory (1793),·p. 656; J. H. Turner, £E.!. 
~ 1'p. 119-25. 
WD51 Wakefield p. 226. 
WD52 Ibid. p. 115. 
WD53 
WD54 
WD55 
WD56 
WD57 
WD58 
WD59 
WD60 
'tm61 
wn62 
wn63 
wn64 
WD65 
WD66 
'vID67 
wn68 
WD69 
WD70, 
Y.A.S. 106D30, printed papers relating to the foundation. of 
the church; Wakefield pp. 254-5. 
W. S. Eanks, Ope cit. p. 99. 
A Catalo~e of Books in the Wakefield Subscri tion Libra 
Wakefield, 1821 • 
Wakefield p. 418 • 
. Ibid. p. 402. 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9; "'akefield p. 313. 
Wakefield (2nd edn.),p. 473; W. S. Banks, Ope cit. p. ~6. 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 423; W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. 
pp~ 348-9; \oJakefield p. 314. 
Wakefield pp. 474-5; Wakefield (2nd edn.),p. 555. 
Wakefield p. 481. 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
Wakefield p. 330. 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
Ibid. pp. 348-9. 
Ibid. pp. 348-9; Wakefield p. 325. 
Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Elevations, Sections end Descript)on 
of the Pauper Lunatic Asylum lately erected at Wakefield (1819 ; 
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 424;. W. S. Banks, Ope cit. p. 109. 
J. H. Turner, OPe cit. p. 149. 
~ 22 July 1822, 30 Jan. 1823; Leeds Mercury 20 Feb. 1836; 
J. H. Turner, Ope cit. pp. 148-50, 166, 171. 
WD71 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 424; W. S. Banks, Ope cit. pp. B2-3; 
Wakefield p. 444. 
WD72 
WD13 
WD74 
WD15 
WD76 
WD77 
Wakefield Public Rooms Papers: Copy of the Subscription Deed 
for the Public Rooms, Wakefield, 23 Feb. 1820; Land Conveyance, 
22 Dec. 1820; Receipt for loan, 26 July 1830. L.I. 8 Dec. 
1823; E. Baines, 1§22 D. p. 424; Wakefield p. 479. 
E. ]aines, 1822 D. p. 425. 
J. Walker, surveyor, Plan of the Town of \'lakefield (Wakefield, • 
1823), (hereafter Wakefield Plan). . 
Wakefield Plan; W. Parsons and 'v. 'White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
Wakefield Plan. 
nM.. 
WD18 
WD19 
YlD80 
WD81 
WD82 
WD83 
WD84 
WD85 
WD86 
WD81 
w008 
WD89 
WD90 
WD91 
WD92 
WD93 
WD94 
WD95 
WD96 
480 
W. White, 1853 D. p. 349. 
w. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9; Wakefield p. 419. 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. PP 348-9. 
Ibid. pp. 348-9. 
W. S. Eanks, OPe cit. p. 80. 
W. White, 1853 D. p. 341. 
W. Parsons and W.White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
Wakefield Literary and Philosophical Society, The Laws and 
Regulations of the Wakefield Museum (Wakefield, 1830); ~ 
2 ·April 1829; w. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9. 
W. White, 1853 D!, p. 349. 
Wakefield p. 479. 
West Riding Proprietary School, The Proceedin s at the 0 enin 
of the West Riding Proprietary School 
11-18, 61-2. 66-70, 89-93; W. White, 
p. 323. 
Wakefield p. 314. 
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Wakefield Exchange ~uildin6s Papers! espeoially, Earff v. 
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Appendix I 
Sources for West Ridin~ Ponulation Statistics 
The figures in Table I for 1600, 1700, and 1750 are my own estimates 
based on contemporary estimates and descriptions of the towns. ~\here 
no statistics are available a town's population is estimated from data 
indicating its size relative to towns for which population estim~tes 
are available. Hence, at the very least, the table is a reasonably 
accurate indicator of the towns' relative sizes. It is comforting to 
note that my estimates for 1750 are fairly similar to those made by 
C. l~. Law in "Some Notes on the Urban Popula tion of England and ;~ales 
in the Eighteenth Century", The Local Historian X, p3rt 1 (1972-3), 
86. 
The figures for 1801 and 1841 are taken from the Census Reports of 
Great Brit~in, 1801 and 1841. 
Sources for tm'1!1 populations 1600. 1700. and 1750: 
Leeds: 
Sheffield: 
Bradford: 
Huddersfield: 
Halifax: 
Wakefield: 
Barnsley: 
Doncast~r: 
F. Becoo.th, liThe Population of Leeds during the 
Industrial Revolution", 'lhors. Soc. Puhns. XLI, (19h8); 
R. G. v,ilson, Gentl~m~n 1'1erch~nts (l\anchester, 1971), 
p. 197; H. Heaton, 'lhe Yorkshire ~,oollen and {iorsted 
Industries (Oxford, 1965), pp. 21, 220; C. i'l. Cha,lklin, 
The frovincial Towns of Geor~ian r.n7,l~nd (1974), p. 21. 
A. J. Hunt and S. Pollard, "The Growth of Population" 
in D. Linton, ed. Sheffield and its Reo1.on (Sherfield, 
1956), pp. 172-3; c. w. Chalklin, OPe cit. p. 21. 
J. Aikin, ~cription of the Country from thirty to 
forty miles round !J[l'Jnchester (1795), pp. 552-4; 
J. Aikin, OPt cit. pp. 552-4; E: Baines, 1A22 D. I, 
205. 
J. Aikin, Opt cit. pp. 560, 566; W. vJh1te, 1837 D. I, 
388-9. 
~V. 'S: 81=1nks, 'o'ialks in Yorkshire: ~\akefield anri its 
Nei~hbourhoori (1871), p. 2. H. Heaton, Opt cit. pp. 
78, 203, 208, 271-2. 
D. Defoe, A Tour Throup;h the v\hole Island of Great 
Britain \1971 edn.), p. 483; J. Aildn, Opt ctt. p. 551. 
D. Defoe, cp. dt. p. 481 j H. Heaton, cpo cit. pp. 21, 
265, 2~6i E. Saines, OPt cit. I, 168-9. 
Rotherham: 
Ripon: 
-C. Morris, ed. The Journ~ys of Celia Fiennes (1949), 
p: 95; D. Defoe, OPe cit. pp. 482-3. 
c. Norris, ed. Ope cit. p. 83; D. Defoe, Ope cit. 
p. 508,. 
Knaresborou~h: C. Morris, ed. on. cit. p. 78; D. Defoe, Ope cit. 
pp. 506-7. 
Pontefract: C. Morris, ed. Ope cit. pp. 94-5; D. Defoe, OPe cit. 
p. 505; J. S. Fletcher, Pontefract (1920), pp. 92-3, 
115. 
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Appendix II . 
Methods of Estimating the Cost of Public BuildinF,s 
and Af,gregate Expenditure on them 
(a) Estimates of Expenditure on Individual Buildings 
To permit the calculation of total expenditure on public buildings 
and the construction of the annual expenditure time series, it has 
been necessary to estimate the cost of many buildings. These 
.estimates are derived from the cost of similar buildings for which 
expenditure data are available. The comparability of places of 
worship, for example, has been adjudged on the basis of their 
I 
. date, building materials, seating capacity, denomination, and 
appearance. Buildings for which data other than date and function 
are not available are usually omitted from expenditure calculations 
or given nominal valuations, since the scanty notice paid them by 
contemporary guides and directories suggests they were of little 
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The estimates of expenditure on individual buildings, consequence. 
which are shown in the gazetteer, always err on the conservative side. 
(b) The Construction of Aggre~ate Expenditure Figures 
The estimationof aggregate annual and decennial expenditure figures, 
whether for all sectors or the public and private sectors individually, 
requires a knowledge ~f the timing of building projects, so that 
expenditure can be distributed over the years of construction. 
The most important dates needed are those of foundation and opening 
ceremonies: these b.e~ng assumed to approximate to the dates of a 
~ building's commencement and completion. In our calculations the 
cost of buildings has been divided.by the number of calendar years 
taken for construction, the resulting amount being regarded as the 
expenditure incurred in each of the years. Thus, in the hypothetical 
case of Building X - foundation stone laid in April 1791, opened 
November 1793, cost £3,000 - an ~xpendlture of £1,000 would have 
been attributed to each of the years 1791, 1792, and 1793. 
A major difficulty is that often we have only one date for a 
building, i.e. its date of foundation or opening, or worse still 
a directory entry such as "erected 1793" or ''built 1793". It 
has been assumed, with considerable justification, that in the 
latter case the directory entries mean co~pleted in the years 
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cited. Given only one date, the duration of buildings' construction 
has been estimated by taking an average of the time taken to 
. complete buildings of a similar type for which the construction 
dates are known. 
The aggregate figures presented throughout this study include all 
those buildings credited in the gazetteer with either a known or 
estimated cost. \fuere possible, expenditure on sites is not 
contained in these calculations. ···Two points with regard to 
specific tables should be noted. Firstly, none of the t,ime 
series include expenditure on buildings whose dates could not be 
estimated with some reliability.· This expenditure, however, is 
included in the decennial and overall totals. Secondly, the 
public and private sector expenditure time series do not include 
expenditure made jointly by the two sectors. 
(c) The Construction of the Annual Number of Buildings 
in Progress Time Series 
This time series, like the long-term aggregate expenditure series 
depended partly for its construction on estimates of the length 
of time taken to erect buildings. The estimates were the same 
as those used for the expenditure series. 
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_. An Act for Erectinr, of Hospitals, or Abidin~ and WorkinPj 
Houses for the Poor 
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